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FIFTH REPORT 


OF THE 

EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


' TO HIS EXCELLENCY LAWRENCE, EA RL OF ZETLAND. 

Lord Lieutenant General and General Governor of Ireland. 

May it please Your Excellency, 

We, the Commissioners appointed under the Educational Endowments (Ireland) 

Act, 1885, have the honour to submit to your Excellency the following Report of our 
proceedings during the fifth year in which the Act has been in operation, that is, from 
October 1, 1889, to September 30, 1890. 

The number of meetings which we have held during the year for the transaction of 
the business of the Commission has been as follows : 

84 Meetings of the full Commission. 

41 Meetings of the Judicial Commissioners. 

26 Meetings of the Assistant Commissioners. 

Total, 148 Meetings. 

A Return of the attendances at these Meetings is annexed ; infra p. xxiiL 

We have also individually taken part in the drafting of Schemes, and have attended 
at the Office of the Commission for the transaction of business, on occasions not 
included in the Return. 

The annexed abstract of our Minutes, infra pp. xxiii-c., contains a summary of 
our proceedings during the year. 

Since the date of our last Report, a change has occurred in the constitution of our 
Commission. Lord Justice Naish resigned his office of Judicial Commissioner on 
January 21, 1890. He was then suffering from the illness which has since terminated 
fatally, to the deep regret of all his colleagues. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien was appointed a Judicial Commissioner on February 6, 1890. 

In October, 1889, Lord Justice Naish intimated to us that he found himself, from ill 
health, unable to continue to act on the Commission any longer than might be necessary 
to dispose of such Schemes as had already been under his consideration. 

Between October 1, 1889, and the date of Lord Justice Naish’s resignation, we 
devoted ourselves to the advancement and completion of those Schemes which at 
the date of oar last Report were still pending, and during this period twenty-two 
such Schemes were completed, signed by the Judicial Commissioners, and submitted to 
the Lord Lieutenant. 

During the year, thirty-two Schemes were considered by the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council ; of these twenty-eight were approved, and four were remitted to us with 
Declarations, with which we have complied in framing Amended Schemes. Since 
September 30, 1890, two further Schemes have been remitted, and two have been 
approved. 

We have, during the year, published twenty Draft Schemes, of which eight have been 
signed by the Judicial Commissioners, and twelve are still under consideration, upon 
objections presented to us. We had also to prepare, for the consideration of the Lord 
Lieutenant, observations upon the objections which were lodged with the Clerk of the 
Privy Council to the Schemes submitted by us. 

From the appointment of our Commission down to November 22, 1890, we have Table r., uj. 
published, in all, ninety-eight Draft Schemes, of which sixty-six have been finally p- ix - 
approved, and are now in operation ; two have been provisionally approved, and are await- 
ing final approval ; two have been remitted to us with Declarations which we are engaged 
in carrying into effect ; five are awaiting consideration by the Lord Lieutenant ; 
twenty-two are pending before us ; and one, after provisional approval by the Lord 
Lieutenant, has been laid before Parliament under section 27 of our Act. Many of 
these Schemes include a large number of distinct Endowments, held upon similar or 
analogous trusts, which it was advantageous to place under the same management. 
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iv EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 

Table ii., mf. The Endowments with which we have already dealt include School buildings ancl 
p xB - premises valued at £9,063 15s. Id. per annum, and a total annual income from 

houses and lands- of £16,450 5s. 9d., and from trust funds of £18,734 18s. 8d; and the 
estimated annual income from fees, subscriptions, and other sources, attached to the 
Institutions to which these Endowments belong, amounts to £63,047 9s. 0 d.; showing 
the total annual amount to be administered under the Schemes already published 
to be £107,296 9s. 0 d. 

Tables annexed to this Report. 

We beg to refer to the Tables annexed to this Report for information as to the details 
of our work, under the following headings : — 

/»/«■", p. Table I. Draft Schemes already published, and stages through which each Scheme 
has passed. 

infra, p. xti. Table II. Endowments and Income of the Institutions for which Draft Schemes 
have been published. 

Tu/ra. p. xvii. Table III. Objections and Amendments received and considered by the Commission 
during the past year. 

infra, p. xix. Table IV. Endowments with respect to which inquiries have boon held, and the 
preparation of Schemes is under consideration. 

hyjra. p. xxi. Table V. Endowments declared exempt from the jurisdiction of the Commission. 

iujru. p. xxii. Table VT. Exempt Endowments with respect to which applications for Consent 

Schemes have been received, and are under consideration. 

infra, p. xxii. Table VII. Public Sittings of the Commission held during the past year. 

The Royal School Endowments. 

uiatar Boyii The Scheme for the re-constitution of the Commissioners of Education in Ireland, 
00 ’’ and for the future government and management of the Ulster Royal School Endow- 
ments, which was first signed by the Judicial Commissioners on June 20, 1889, was 
remitted to us by the Lord Lieutenant on November 6, 1889, with the following 
Declaration : — 

1. That the Scheme should provide for the final distribution of the Endowments of each District 
between the two Local Boards, in the same proportion and on the same conditions as those by which 
the Scheme proposes to distribute the minimum grants. 

2. That the Commissioners of Education should consist of twenty members only, namely, ten Com- 
missioners appointed by the Lord Lieutenant, and ten Commissioners appointed by the Local Boards ; 
and that, as regards the appointment of Commissioners by the Lord Lieutenant, the following words be 
omitted from the end of paragraph 2 of Clanse 4 of the Scheme, “ and of the five Protestants, one at 
the least shall be a member of the said Church, one at the least shall be a Presbyterian, and one at 
the least shall be a Methodist.” 

3. That the Council are of opinion : — 

(a.) That the Armagh Protestant Local Board should consist of eight representatives of “The 
. Church of Ireland," and one representative of the Methodist Church, from the Armagh and 

Tyrone Districts. 

(6.) That the Tyrone Protestant Local Board should consist of eight representatives of the Presby- 
terian Church, and one representative of the Methodist Church, from the Tyrone and 
Armagh Districts. 

(e.) That the Protestant share in the Avmagh School premises be assigned to the Armagh 
Protestant Local Board, and that the Protestant share in the Dungannon Sohool promises 
be assigned to the Tyrone Protestant Local Board ; subject in both cases to any just 
claim for compensation by reason of portions being erected by “ Church of Ireland " or 
Presbyterian benefactors. 

(d.) That the revenues from the Armagh and Dungannon Royal School Endowments, after crediting 
the Armagh Protestant Local Board with all private Endowments given by donors belong- 
ing to “The Church of Ireland,” and the Tyrone Protestant Local Board with all private 
endowments given by donors belonging to the Presbyterian Church, should be allocated 
equally between the two Boards, and should be applicable according to the Scheme throngli- 
- out both districts. 

4. That more explicit provision should be made for preserving such rights as the assistant 
masters may have until retirement. 

The Judicial Commissioners prepared an Amended Scheme, in accordance with the 
foregoing Declaration, and submitted it to the Lord Lieutenant on December C, 1889. 
Objections were lodged with the Clerk of the Privy Council against this Scheme also, 
and we were requested by the Lord Lieutenant to submit our observations upon them. 
These objections, of which the more important were directed to obtain a restoration of 
certain provisions of the original Scheme, will be found, with our observations, infra, 
pao-e 76. This Amended Scheme was afterwards considered by the Privy Council, 
and was remitted to us by the Lord Lieutenant on May IS, 1890, with the following 
Declaration : — 
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1. That the Scheme be altered so as to provide, as in the original Scheme, for mixed Boards in 
the Armagh and Tyrone Districts, constituted as in the Original Scheme. 

2. That the Armagh Endowment and the Tyrone Endowment, respectively, be divided between 
the Protestant and Roman Catholic Boards of those districts, in equal shares”, as in the case of the 
other districts under the Amended Scheme. 

3. That the Scheme be altered and restored to its original provisions as to the private benefactions 
included in the Endowments. 

4. That the Scheme be altered so as to enable the Fermanagh Protestant Local Board, in providing 
the sum of £3,500, required to be paid under Clause 66 of the Scheme, to secure a portion thereof, 
not exceeding £2,500, by charge upon the Portora Royal School premises, if the balance shall have 
been raised by voluntary contributions, in accordance with Clause 66 of the Amended Scheme, and 
to empower the Commissioners of Education to take all necessary steps to carry out this arran^ement. 

Immediately after the Amended Scheme was remitted, we were called upon by the 'J'wuu? 
Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury to omit a provision to which no £ Il 8 n -“ t ' v nf > 
•objection had been previously made, which would have enabled the Commissioners of 
Education, with the consent of the Treasury, to grant superannuation allowances to 
their officers when disabled. We endeavoured to press upon the Treasury the justice 
and expediency of retaining this provision, and we held a public sitting on August 
% 1890, at which the matter was fully discussed. The Treasury insisted upon 
their objection, and, the Judicial Commissioners being of opinion that they had not 
jurisdiction to enforce the retention of the clause, it was omitted. 

A further Amended Scheme was then framed in accordance with the second Declaration 
of the Lord Lieutenant, and was signed by the Judicial Commissioners on August 14, 

1890. Objections, chiefly seeking to reopen the last decision of the Privy Council, 
were again presented, which, with our observations upon them, will be found infra, 
p. 82. This further Amended Scheme was considered by the Privy Council, and was 
remitted to us by the Lord Lieutenant on November 13, 1890, with the following 
Declaration : — 

1. That Clause 7 be so modified as to provide that every Secretary and other Officer appointed after the 
passing of the Act, shall be subject to removal for misconduct, or inefficiency, or, in case the Commission- 
ers shall deem the continuance of the office unnecessary, upon due notice being given in the last mentioned 
case, or upon payment of a reasonable sum, not exceeding six months salary, in lieu of notice. 

2. That the Scheme should provide that the Head Master of the .Armagh. Royal School, or of such 
School as may be substituted therefor under the Scheme, shall at all times be a member of the “ Church 
of Ireland and that the Head Master of the Dungannon Royal School, or of such School as may be 
substituted therefor under the Scheme, shall at all times be a member of the Presbyterian Church. 

3. That all necessary and consequential alterations be made in the Scheme. 

The Judicial Commissioners are now engaged- in revising the Scheme, in accordance 
with this last Declaration, and we expect that it will be completed, signed, and sub- 
mitted to the Lord Lieutenant, within a very few days. 

We have framed separate Draft Schemes for the government and management of the c«ysforts>4 
Endowments of the Carysfort and Banagher Royal Schools. These Schemes are awaiting Bana * hor ' 
our consideration upon objections and proposed amendments; we do not apprehend any 
great difficulty in dealing satisfactorily with these Endowments. 

Endowments founded by Erasmus Smith , 

Having taken evidence concerning the Endowments founded by Erasmus Smith, 
in Dublin and in the several localities in which the estates and Schools are situated, 289, isi.’ ’ 
we proceeded in October, 1889, to consider the principles upon which a Draft Scheme ^j^ 88 ^ 87 ’ 
should be prepared. Upon the evidence, and having regard to the claims which had 289. 
been laid before us, both the Judicial Commissioners were of opinion — subject to the 
result of any further discussion which might take place on the public hearing of 492 . 5 
objections to the Draft Scheme when published — that the Endowments in question j^ 188 ^ 89, 
were of private origin; that it was the intention of the founder that the Schools and Minutes, tn/™, 
their government should be Protestant in their character ; and that the Draft Scheme pp ‘ 3d “ 
should be settled on this basis. The Rev. Dr. Molloy, one of the Assistant Com- 
missioners, thought that the Endowments should not be treated by the Commission 
as available exclusively for the benefit of Protestants, but as intended primarily for the 
•education of the children of the tenants upon the estates of Erasmus Smith. 

Another vital question was also raised in connection with these Endowments, viz. : — 

■whether the Governing Body was to consist exclusively of members of “ The Church 
of Ireland ” — and it appeared certain that this question would give rise to discussion, 

•and to objections which should be heard and determined by. the Judicial Commissioners. 

Under these circumstances Lord Justice Naish considered that he ought not to 
proceed further with the settlement of the Draft Scheme, as he would not be able to 
take part in the determination of any matter of objection, nor in the final settlement 
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of the Scheme. The consideration of the Draft Scheme was, therefore, adjourned, and 
the necessity for the full consideration by Mr. Justice O’Brien of the voluminous 
documents and evidence relating to these Endowments, with the pressure of our othor 
business, has hitherto prevented us from resuming the consideration of the matter. 

The Incorporated Society for Promoting English Protestant Schools in Ireland. 

Kt* i885-«, Having fully investigated at public sittings, the history and particulars of the 
423 . 1 ' 9 "’ 3U ' Endowments now administered by the Incorporated Society, having heard the claims 
' R *5i* 888-7 ' put forward respecting them, and having visited the Schools, we found that, possibly 
Kep 1 1887-8. with one small exception, all the existing Endowments are of private foundation, and 
aso^ia 28 ' fcbat the Society has not for many years been possessed of any property of public 
Rep! 1888-89, origin. We also satisfied ourselves — subject to the result of any further evidence or 
p ’ discussion upon the Draft Scheme — that, according to the spirit of the founders 

intentions, these Endowments were intended for the benefit either of those who were 
members of the Established Church, or of those who might be willing to conform 
to that Church. We therefore considered that these Endowments should now be placed 
under the management of a Governing Body exclusively consisting of members of “ The 
Church of Ireland.” 

The amount and importance of the Endowments seem to call for the constitution 
of a large and representative body for their administration. 

The Endowments are veiy numerous, and are held upon very various trusts, 
many of which were originally intended to benefit particular localities, and to promote 
special classes of education, or special objects. Many of these trusts require modifi- 
cation, and some of them which have been neglected may require to be enforced. 

The preparation of the Draft Scheme is a complicated and difficult task, which has 
been considerably advanced, but it seemed desirable that, before its publication, we 
should have some experience of the working of those Diocesan Schemes which have been 
framed, upon similar principles, at the request of the authorities of the Church, for 
almost all the Dioceses of Ireland. Several of these Schemes are now in operation, 
and wo hope soon to complete the Draft Scheme for the Incorporated Society. 

The Limerich Endowments. 

On August 4, 1890,’ we published three Draft Schemes, relating to (a) The Endow- 
ments of public origin formerly connected with the Limerick Model Farm, now vested 
in Trustees constituted by Statute, and used for the purposes of Mungret College, Lime- 
rick, an institution maintained by the Jesuit Order, who hold the lauds and buildings of 
the Model Farm under a lease executed by the Trustees, and sanctioned by the Lord 
Lieutenant ; ( b ) The public interest in the buildings formerly belonging to the Limerick 
Diocesan School, now vested in The Commissioners of Education, and hold by the 
Rev. Canon Gregg a3 tenant to the Commissioners, and used for the purposes of an 
Orphanage for poor Protestant girls ; (c) The Endowment founded in 1814 by William 
Leamy, for the education of the poor, now attached to Leamy’s Free School, Limerick. 

The cases of these three Endowments have raised questions of difficulty, conflicting 
claims have been put forward with respect to them, and several objections to each of 
the Draft Schemes have been presented to us. These objections will be found infra , p. 86. 

We have held public inquiries at Limerick for the consideration of these cases, and 
we are now engaged in the revision of the Schemes. 

The case of Leamy’s Endowment has brought pointedly under our notice the 
difficulty of dealing to the best advantage with the Endowments under our jurisdiction, 
where we cannot at the same time provide, upon a comprehensive plan, for utilizing 
the other means of education existing in the same locality. The buildings of Leamy’s 
Free School were erected to accommodate about four hundred pupils. The attendance 
is about one hundred. The Limerick Model School, in the same immediate neighbour- 
hood, was erected, at the public cost, to accommodate about five hundred and fifty 
pupils, and it is provided by the State with a teaching staff, and with all the necessary 
appliances for education. It is attended by about two hundred pupils, described to us 
Ajip. a., in/:, as “all middle-class Protestants.” 

p. aa, <,.890. Meantime, the Roman Catholic poor of Limerick are without sufficient School 
accommodation. 

The pupils in Leamy's School and the Model School belong to the same class, and 
the education given is the same, except that some of the pupils in Leamy’s School<receive 
Intermediate teaching. All the wants of the Protestants of Limerick could be as well 
if not better supplied in one School, leaving the other available for the Roman 
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Catholics, if we had power to frame a Scheme dealing with both Schools. The same 
state of affairs exists elsewhere. We have found several Model Schools in the North 
of Ireland fully occupied and most usefully employed in the education of Protestant 
pupils, who have no other sufficient School accommodation in the locality. But we 
have found many other Model Schools only partially occupied by Protestant pupils, 
who bad been drawn away from neighbouring Endowed Schools which, as in Limerick, 
were left empty or nearly so. For example, in Clonmel, Enniskillen, and Kilkenny, 
capacious Model Schools were attended by comparatively small numbers of Protestant 
pupils, who might have obtained the same class of education in neighbouring Endowed 
Schools, which were injured by their withdrawal. 

If each Model School were dealt with separately, according to its own circumstances, 
and were placed under the management of a local body, having the confidence of the 
members of whatever religious denomination stood most in need of school accommodation, 
and if the neighbouring Endowed Schools were at the same time enabled to .provide 
similar education, at the same cost, for pupils of the denominations to which the 
private Endowments belong, the present waste of public funds upon the partially 
occupied Model Schools would be saved, those Schools would be fully utilized, and the 
efficiency of the Endowed Schools would be secured to an extent which cannot be 
attained by any redistribution or division of the private Endowments alone. 

The Munster Agricultural and Dairy School. 

We referred in our Report of last year to the Draft Scheme published for the Rep. 1888-9. 
Munster Agricultural and Dairy School, in the County of Cork. This Scheme had been pp- XX,,S6S * 
undertaken at the request of a Local Committee, which, when the Munster Model Farm, as 
carried on by the Commissioners of National Education, was threatened with extinction, 
in 1880, came forward to save it, and collected funds for the establishment on the 
premises of a Model Dairy School. The Commissioners of National Education, with 
the consent of Her Majesty’s Treasury, continued to maintain the institution, and 
remained responsible for the expenditure of public money upon it ; while the Local 
Committee took part in the management, and administered the funds which they 
themselves collected. The Dairy School which they founded and conducted has 
proved eminently successful : it has turned out each year a lai-ge number of trained 
Dairy maids ; and we have received evidence that its beneficial influence has been 
already largely felt in Munster, and even in other parts of Ireland. In consequence of this 
success, and with a view to the further development of the School, a grant of £2,000 
was made in the year 1887 to the Local Committee, by the Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury. This grant has been invested in Government Stock, and remains 
as yet unapplied. * 

After the publication of our Draft Scheme, the Local Committee sought further aid' 
from the Government for the purposes of the institution, and having failed to obtain it, 
they have declared themselves unwilling to undertake the responsibility which they 
believe would be thrown upon them by accepting the Scheme. 

Objection has also been made to the Scheme by some influential and representative 
persons — Members of Parliament and others — resident in the City and County of 
Cork. These gentlemen have expressed a desire that the Governing Body of the School 
should be placed on a wider and more popular basis than was proposed in our Scheme. 

At a public inquiry which we held at Cork, on October 20, 1890, the several parties 
interested appeared before us ; we were informed that a new Agricultural Association 
bad been formed, which is largely supported by the farming classes ; and it was con- 
tended that this Association should be represented on the Governing Body of the School. 

Under these circumstances we decided not to proceed further with the Scheme until 
an opportunity should be afforded to the Local Committee which founded the School, 
and the new Agricultural Association to confer together, and to come to some agreement 
on the constitution of the Governing Body. We are satisfied that without the co- 
operation of both these parties, it would be impossible to gain those advantages for 
agricultural education which we had hoped to promote by this Scheme. 

Inspection of Schools. 

In accordance with Section 17 of the Act, we have introduced provisions in all our 
Schem s for the inspection of Schools sharing in the Endowments, by an Inspector to 
he appointed by the Lord Lieutenant. When such Schools are already in connection 
'with the Commissioners of National Education, we have provided that the Inspector 
appointed by them shall be deemed to be the Inspector under the Act, until the Lord 
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Lieutenant shall himself appoint an Inspector. But by far the greater part of the 
Endowments with which we have dealt belong to Schools that are not in connection 
with the Commissioners of National Education ; and with respect to these Endowments, 
the appointment of an Inspector as contemplated by the Act, at an early date, seems to 
us of great importance for the permanent and effective working of our Schemes. 

u«p. 1888 -n, As to the character of the inspection required by the Act, and the means by which 

* x,x its cost may be made least burdensome to the Endowments, we beg to refer to 

the observations offered on the subject in our Report of last year. 

Duration of Powers of the Commission. 

mp & + 9 * Vic '’ The powers of the Commission, as at present extended by Parliament, will expire on 
March 31, 1892. It is, therefore, desirable that any persons who may wish to take 
advantage of these powers, with respect to Endowments over which they have control, 
should make timely application to us, in order that Schemes may be drafted, and, as 
far as possible, brought into operation, before the above-mentioned date. 

Consent Schemes. 

x«w« vi, i«/., We have received many applications for Schemes dealing with Endowments which 

* xx "' are exempt from the compulsory jurisdiction of the Commission, either as being 

exclusively denominational, or as coming within some of the other exceptions mentioned 
in Section 7 of our Act. In several instances we have been able to relieve the 
Governing Bodies of such Endowments from the necessity of taking costly proceedings 
in Chancery ; and the advantages of a permanent government, a secured title, and a com- 
prehensive administration, have been provided for property held upon educational trusts, 
including numbers of small and isolated Schools and Endowments. “ The General Synod 
of the Church of Ireland,” the Archbishops and Bishops of that Church, and the authorities 
of almost all its Dioceses, have requested us to frame Schemes for the future adminis- 
tration of Endowments belonging to them, including Endowments for the education of' 
the sons and daughters of the Clergy. In the City of Cork, the united Dioceses of Cork 
Cloyne and Ross, and the Diocese of Meath, Schemes are already in operation providing for 
the systematic management of Primary Schools, and for the establishment, with the aid of 
existing private Endowments, of central Schools to which pupils selected from the Primary 
Schools may be advanced. Many Presbyteries in connection with the General 
Assembly, and several other Religious Bodies, have applied for similar Schemes. 
W e have also been called upon to deal, by consent, with some Roman Catholic Endow- 
ments of which the trusts or the title were found unsatisfactory, but we have not yet 
received any application from the members of that denomination for the settlement of 
Diocesan Schemes. 

Power of Amendment. 

We are glad to be able to report that although our Act, Section 28, provides for the 
amendment of any Schemes approved under the Act, we have not, as yet, received a 
single application for an Amending Scheme, nor any complaint of the working of any of 
the sixty-six completed Schemes, of which several have been in operation for more than 
three years. 

All which we have the honour to submit for Your Excellency’s consideration as our 
Report in the premises. 

Witness our hands this Fifteenth day of November, 1890. 

GERALD FITZGIBBON, 1 
WILLIAM. O’BRIEN, 

GERALD MOLLOY, j- Commissioners . 

ANTHONY TRAILL, I 

JAMES B. DOUGHERTY, j 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 

Office of the Commission, 

23, Nassau Steeet J: Dublin. 
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TABLES ANNEXED TO THE FOREGOING REPORT. 


Table I. — Draft Schemes already published, and stages through which each 
Scheme has passed. 


1 



Endowment. 

Draft 

Scheme 
signed by 

Scheme 

first 

published 

Scheme 

visioually 
approved 
by Lord 

I.i"u!i'n:it 1 

n Council. 

Scheme 

finally 

1 

V. 

County. 

Locality. 


first 

published. 

Com- 

nhsaioners. 

S 

Lieutenant 
n Council. 

Lieutenant 
iu Council 

1 

Dublin, 

Swords, 

Swords Borough Schools, .... 

1 380. 
June IS. 

18811. 
Sept 1.0, 

Oct «, 

1887. 

Remitted, 

1887. 

.. 



Swords Borough Schools (Amended Scheme), . 

_ 

1887. 
May 21, 

1887. 
May 27, 

March 1 1 . 
Aug. Its, 

Oct 17. 

2 


Dublin, 

Church of Ireland Training College and 


1886. 
Sept 30. 

1886. 
Oct 6, 

April 4. 

June 1L 

S 


Cnatlckuork. 

hlldare-placa Society. 

Morgan's and Mercer's Schools. . 


Sept. 30, 

Oct. 6, 

1888. 

Remitted, 





Morgan's School (Xiao Draft Scheme), . 

1S90. 
April 28, 

Sept. 30, 

1890. 
Oct 7. 

Jan. 3, 
1890. 

1890. 

< 


Dublin, 

Methodist Female Orphan School, 

Aug. 21, 

Nor. 18. 

1886. 
Nov. 24, 

1887. 
March D, 

1887. 
June li. 

Cl 


Ruliony anil 

Ruhcny anil Coolock Parochial Schools, . 

Aug. 21, 

Dec. 18, 

Dec. 22. 

May n, 

Allg. tfi. 



Coolock. 

Dublin, 

Ormond -([ti ay Presbyterian Church Endow- 

Dec. 18, 

1887. 
May It. 

May 19. 

July 30, 

Oot. 7. 

T 

Antrim, 

Belfast, 

menu ( Consent Scheme). 

Stanhopo street Schools, .... 

Dec. 18, 

May 14, 

May 10. 

August 10, 

Out 17. 

8 



Ulster Society for tlw Education of the 

Dec. 18, 

May 14, 

May 10, 

Remitted, 

_ 




Deaf and Dumb, and the Blind. 
Ulster Society (Amended Scheme ), . 


Feb. 8. 

1888. 
Feb. 11, 

Oct 7. 

Remitted, 
May 30. 
Oct 12, 

1838. 


- 


Ulster Society ( Further Amended Scheme), . 

- 

July 23, 

July 22, 

Dec. 28. 

n 

Dublin, 

Dublin, 

St. Patrick's Cathedral Schools (Consent 

Deo. 18, 

1887. 
May 14. 

May 19, 

1887. 
July SO, 

1887. 
Oot. 7. 

10 


„ 

Alexandra College and Alexandra School, . 

Dec. 18, 

May 14, 

May 10. 

July SO, 

Oct. 7. 

li 


Belfast, 

Carrie School, 

1887. 

Oct 20, 

K„. 

1883. 
Mar. 0. 

1888. 
May 18. 

12 

Dublin, 

Dublin, 

Hibernian Marine Society, .... 

June 22, 

Oct 20, 

Kov. 2, 

Mar. o. 

May 18. 

13 

Armagh, 

Lurgnn, 


June 22, 

Oct. 29, 

Nor. 2, 

Mar. 6, 

May 18. 


Dubliu. 

Claremont, . 

National Association for Promoting the Eda- 

.Tone 02, 

Oct. 29, 

Nov. 2, 

Mar. G, 

May 18. 



Belfast, 

cation of tile Deal and Dumb. 


1888. 
Feb. 8. 

1888. 
Feb. 11, 

Remitted, 




lloyal Belfast Academical Institution (Amended 

_ 

July 21, 

July 26, 

May 30. 
Oot. 12. 

Dee. 28. 

10 



Scheme). 

Methodist College ( Consent Scheme), 

June 22, 

1887. 
Oct 20, 

1887. 
Nov. 2, 

Mar. 6, 

May 18. 

j- 


Lifford, 

Prior School, Hansard School, and Blackrock 

June 22, 

Oct. 2ii, 

Nov. 2, 

Mar. 0, 

May 18. 

IS 

Dublin, 

Dublin, 

School. 

Mercliaut Tailors' School. .... 

Jane 28, 

1888. 
Feb. 8, 

1888. 
Feb. 11, 

April 18, 

July 8. 

10 

Monaghan, . 

Monaghan, . 

Collegiate School 

June 22, 

1887. 
Oot 911, 

1887. 
Nov. 2, 

Mar. B, 

May 18. 

20 

Londonderry, 

Coleraine, . 

Academical Institution, 

Jane 22, 

Oct 20. 

Nov. 2, 

Mar. 6, 

May 18. 
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EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


Table L — Draft Schemes already published and stages through which each Scheme has 
passed — continued. 


d 

§ 

i 

Endowment 

Draft 

Scheme 

Scheme 
signed by 
Judicial 

mlssloners 

Scheme 

first 

published 
by the 
Lord 

Schema 

vlsionally 

approved 

Sc) icme 
finally 
approved 

5 

County. 

Locality. 


first 

published. 

by Lord 
Lieutenant 

6 

Z 


in Council. 

In Council. 






1887. 

188A 

1888. 

1S88. 

1880. 

91 

■ 



June 25, 

Feb. 8, 

Fob. 11, 

Remitted, 

— 







Aug. 4. 









1680. 



.. 

„ 

Nicholson Endowment {Amended Scheme ), . 


Aug. 8, 

Aug. 14, 

Feb. 4, 

April 24. 








1868. 

1883. 

99 


Belfast, 


June 33, 

Feb. 8, 

Fob. 11, 

April 18, 

July 0. 

93 

Londonderry, 

Londonderry, 

Magee Presbyterian College (Consent Scheme), 

June 33, 

Fob. 8, 

Fob. 11, 

April 18, 

July 8. 






1800. 

1800. 

1890. 

1800. 

94 



Gwyn'* Charitable rnstitution and Young 

Juno 23, 

Jan. 14. 

Jan. IS, 

May 10, 

Aug. 2. 




Endowment. 


1887. 

1887. 

1888. 

1888. 

9i 



Crcjrgan School 

Juno 25, 

Oct 29, 

Nov. 2, 

Mar. (l. 

May IB. 






1888. 

1888. 



36 

Dublin, 

Dublin, 

Dublin Working Boys' Home and Harding 

Aug. 8, 

Feb. R, 

Feb. It, 

April 18, 

July 6. 




Endowment 


1880. 

1889. 

1880. 


97 



Bertrand Fomale Orphan School, , 

Aug. 8, 

Ang. 13, 

Aug. 14, 

Remitted, 
Dec. 21. 







1800. 

1800. 

1800. 

1800. 




Bertrand Female Orphan School (Amended 

— 

Jan. 11, 

Jan. 18, 

April 23, 





Scheme). 


1888. 

1888. 

18S3. 

1833. 

96 


Belfast, 

Belfast Royal Academy, .... 

Aug. 8, 

Feb. S, 

Feb. 11, 

Remitted, 
May 30. 

- 




Belfast Boijal Academy (Amended Scheme), 

— 

July 93, 

July 25, 

Oct. 16, 

Dec. 28. 






1800. 

1800. 

1800. 


30 

Dublin, 

Dublin, 

rhtbsborongh Sunday and Daily Schools, . 


Jan. 11, 

Jan. 18, 

Remitted, 

- 




Phlbsborougk Sunday and Daily Schools 


Aug. 12, 

Aug. 1C, 

Remitted, 





(Amended Scheme). 




Nov. 13. 





Phibshorough Sunday and Daily Schools 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 





(Further Amended Scheme). 


1883. 

1888. 

1688. 


30 

c.™. . 

Tullyrin and 
Benbawn. 

Tullyrin and Benbawn Schools, . 

Ang. 8, 

Feb. 8. 

Feb. 11, 

April 18, 

July 6. 


Fermanagh, . 

Lisnaskea, . 

Moat School 

Aug. 8, 

Feb. 8, 

Feb. 11, 

April 18, 

July 0. 

S3 

Dublin, 

Dublin. 

St. Peter's Schools and Mrs. Wray's School 

Aug. 8, 

Feb. 8, 

Feb. 11, 

April 18, 

July 6. 




(Consent Scheme). 




33 

Londonderry, 

Coleraine, . 

Ltturol Hill School, . . , , 

Aug. 8, 

Feb. 8, 

Fob. 11, 

April 18, 

July S. 


Armagh, , 

Armagh, 

Royal School, . . . 

1888. 

1880. 

1680. 

1889. 

1300. 

J 

Tyrone, 

Dungannon, . 

Royal School, , . 






34 J 

Fermanagh,. 

Enniskillen, . 

Royal School, . . . \ First Scheme, 

April 30, 

June 28, 

July 4, 

Remitted, 

_ 


Cavan, . 

Cavan, . 

Royal School, . . . | 







Donegal, 

Itaphoe, 

Royal School, . . . J 




1890. 





/loyal Schools, Second Scheme ( Amended), 

“ 

Dec. 8, 

Deo. 19, 

Remitted, 
May 19. 

- 






1800. 

1800. 






Royal Schools, Third Scheme (Amended), 

' - 

Aug. 14, 

Aug. 10, 

Remitted 

— 




Royal Schools, Fourth Scheme (Amended), . 





- 


Donegal, 




1889. 

1880. 

1889. 



Donegal, 

The Robertson Endowments, 


April 24, 

May 1, 

Aug. 10. 

Oct. 30. 

36 

Armagh, 

. 

Queen-street National School, 

June 4, 

April 94, 

May J, 

July 2?, 

Oct 10. 

37 

Cork, . 

Cork, . . 

High School for Girls, 

June 4, 

June 3, 

June 5, 

Aug. 10, 

Oct SO. 

38 


Baltimore, . 

The Baltimore Fishery School ( Consent 
Scheme). 

j™ 4. 

April 24, 

May 1, 

Aug. 10, 

Oct. SO. 

30 

Dublin, 

Dublin, 

The Royal Irish Academy ol Music ond tho 
Coulson Endowment. 

J ™ *■ 

April 24, 

May 1, 

July 25, 

Oct. 10. 

40 

Londonderry, 

Londonderry. 

Londonderry Academical Institution, , 

June 4, 

April 24, 

May l, 










Aug. 10. 





Londonderry Academical Institution (Amended 
Scheme). 


Ang. 12, 

Aug. 14, 

Oct 39, 

Jan. 24. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



REPORT. 


Table I. — Draft Schemes already published, and stages through which each Scheme has 


passed — continued. 


i 

n 

Endowment. 

Draft 

Scheme 
signed by 

Scheme 

first 

published 

Scheme 

vlsinnully 

Scheme 

approved 
by Lord 
Acutonant 
in CouneU. 

| 

County. 

Locality. 

Name. 

first 

published. 

uissioners. 

Lieutenant 

in Council. 

• leu tenant 
ii Council. 





1888 

1889. 

1SS9. 

1889. 

1889. 

41 



The Cliurrh of Irclaml Victorin Jubilee Fund 

July 2, 

April 24, 

May 1, 

July 25. 





(Consent Scheme). 


42 

Limerick, 

Limerick, 

Tile Villicrs’ Cliarltnhlo Institutions. . 

July 5, 

June 22, 

July 4, 

Oot. 10, 

Dec. 21. 








1890. 

1890. 

42 

Antrim, 

Ballymena, - 

Guy’s Free Scliool 

July 2, 

Dec. 21, 

Dec. 24, 

Mar. 19, 

June 2. 

44 


» • 

Ballymena Collegiate School, 

July 2, 

Dec. 21, 

Dec. 24, 

Mar. 19, 

June I. 








1889. 


43 

Tipperary. . 

Clonmel, 

Clonmel Gmmmnr Scliool 

July 2. 

Aug. 12, 

Aug. 14, 

Deo. 24, 

Mar. 19. 






1800. 

1890. 

1890. 


46 

Kilkenny, . 

Kilkenny. . 

Kilkenny College, 

Ang. IS. 

Jam 11, 

Jan. 18, 

Bnmltted, 
May 19. 

- 



" 

htlLrnuy College ( Amend cil Scheme), . . 

~ 

Aug. 12, 

Aug. 16, 

Oct. 24. 








1889. 

1880. 



Cork, . 

Cork, . 

Cork Purnchiid Seliools, Green Coat Hospital. 

Aug. 13, 

Jimc 22, 

July 4. 






Cork Grammar Scliool, ami Brettridge's 







Charily (Content Scheme). 


1800. 

1890. 

1890. 


4* 

Londonderry, 

MaglicrnfcU, 

Rainey's School 

Aug. 13. 

.Tan. 11, 

Jan. 18, 

May 19, 

- 






1889. 

1889. 

1889. 

1889. 

" 

Kilkenny, . 

Thomnstown, 

Pnrocliial Scliool, 

Aug. 13, 

April 24, 

May 1, 

Aug. 10, 

Oct. 00. 


Armagh, 

Armagh, 

llic Drnlincourt, M«U. and Callan-strcct 

Aug. 13. 

April 24. 

May 1, 

Aug. 10, 

Oct 30. 




Schools, and “ Primato Robinson s Loan 
Fund.’' 






ill 

»«« 

Iloly wood, . 

Tlie Sullivan Seliools 

Aug. 13, 

April 24. 

May 1. 

Aug. 10, 

Oct. SO. 

63 

Cork, . 

Cork. . 


Aug. 13, 

April 24, 

Muy 1, 

July 26, 

Oct 10. 





1889. 





sa 

Waterford, . 

Wolertord, . 

Sicphcn-strcct School 

Mar. 2B, 

Juno 22, 

July 4, 

Oot 10. 

Dec. 21. 

54' 

Limerick. . 

Limerick, . 

Rnxboruugh Road School (Consent Scheme), . 

Mar. 05, 

- 

- 

- 

- 






1890. 

1890. 

1890. 

1890. 

U 


Diocese of 

The Parochial Seliools of the Diocese Of 

Mar. 25, 

Jan. 11, 

Jan. 18. 

May 19, 

Aug. 9. 



Mcatli. 

Meath ; and the I’reston School, Mayan 
(Consent Scheme). 


1880. 

1889. 



6li 

Mcatli, 

Oldcu-llc, . 


Mar. 25, 

Dec. 9, 

Dec. 12. 

Remitted, 

_ 





1800. 

1890. 

May 19. 





.. 

The Oitson Schools (Amended Scheme), . 

— 

Aug. 12. 

Ang. 18, 

Nov. IS, 

” 








1869. 


07 

KiMuru, . 

Clanc, . 

Hewetson's School (Consent Sehrni), . 

Mar. 25, 

Aug. 12, 

Aug. 14, 

Dec. 24, 

Mar. 19. 






1889. 

1880. 


1889. 

6H 



The Prcshyterian Orphan Society of Ireland 
(Consent Scheme). 

Mar. 25, 

June 8, 

Juno 6, 

Aug. 10. 

Oct. 80. 









fill 

Tipperary, . 

Cashel, 

Cashel Corporation School Endowments, . 

April 2D, 

Jan. 11, 

Jan. 18. 

May 19, 

Aug. 2. 

CO 

. 

- 

Cashel Deanery Schools 

April 28, 

Jan. 11. 

Jan. 18, 

May 19, 

Aug. 2. 

01 

Antrim, 

T.nme, 

Larne Grammar School [ Consent Scheme), 

April 29, 

- 


- 

- 

02 

Cork, . 


The Munster Dairy School and Agricultural 

April 29, 

— 


— 

— 




Institute. 






(12 

Down. . . 

Ballynnicarretl 

The Lcdlcy Scliool Endowment, . 

May 81, 

- 

- 

- 

- 






1889. 

1889. 



01 



The Endowments of and belonging to Con- 

May 31. 

Dec. 21, 

Dec. 24, 

Mar. 18, 

Juno 2. 



Dulilic. 

gro (cations under the care of the Presbytery 
of Dublin. 






CB 

Cork, . 

Cork, . 

St. Stephen's Hospital ( Consent Scheme), 

May 31, 

Deo. 21, 

Dec. 24, 

Mar. 18, 

Juno 2. 






1890. 

1890. 






The Pnrocliial Selioolsof*tlio Dioceses of Cork, 

May 81, 

Jan. 8, 

Jan. 18, 

May 19, 

Aug. 2. 



Cork.Cloyue, 

Cloyne, and Rossi and Uisliop Crowe's 








and Boss 

School, Cloyne ( Consent Scheme). 


1889. 

1889. 



07 

Cork, . 

Kinsale, 

The Southwell School Endowment, 

May 81, 

Deo. 18, 

Dee. 24, 

Mar. 18, 

June 2. 

03 

Westmeath, . 

Itochfort 

The Shiol Charity (Consent Sckeme), . 

June 28, 

Not. 30, 

Dee. 12, 

Mar. 1, 

May 19. 



Bridge. 
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i EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 

Table L — Draft Schemes already published, and stages through which each Scheme has 


passed — continued. 


s 

1 



Endowment. 

Draft 

Scheme 

Scheme 
signed by 
Judicial 

musioners. 

Scheme 

first 

published 
by the 
Lord 

Lieutenant 
in Council. 

Scheme 

viMoiiuily 

approved 

Lieutenant 
iu Council. 

Scheme 

finally 

npprovod 

! 

County. 

Locality. 


first 

published. 

by Lord 
Lieutenant 
in Council. 





1880. 

1880. 

1880. 

1890. ; 

1800. 

69 

Roscommon, 

Elpliin, 

Blsiiop Hodson’s Grammar School. 

June 38, 

Dec. 0, 

Deo. 13, 

Mar. 1, , 

May 19, 

TO 


Belfast, 

The Orphan Society of the Association of 
Irish Non-Subscribing Presbyterians and 
other Free Christians (Consent Scheme). 


Dec. C, 

Deo. 12, 

Mar. 1, 

May 10. 

TJ 

Tyrone, 

Strabane, . 

The Stmbnne Academy, .... 

June 38, 

- 

~ 

- 

- 

n 



The Snbbnth School Society fnr Ireland in 
councotion with the Presbyterian Church 
( Consent Scheme). 

June 38, 

Dec. 0, 
1890. 

Deo. 12, 
1X90. 

Mar. 1, 

May 10. 

78 


Diocese of 

The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ferns 
(Consent Scheme ). 

Aug. 10, 

Jon. 14, 
1880. 

Jun. 18, 
1880. 

May 19, 

Aug. 3, 

74 

Dorn,. . 

Downpatrick, 

The Southwell Charity amt the Parochial 
Schools ( Consent Scheme). 

Aug. 10, 

Dec. 21, 

Dec. 24. 

May 19, 

Aug. 2. 

IS 


Presbytery of 
Baliybay. 

The Endowments of and belonging to Con- 
gregations under the care of the Presbytery 
of Baliybay [Consent Scheme). 

Aug. 10, 

Dec. 21, 

Dec. 24, 

Mar. 18, 

Juno 3. 

78 


Diocese of 
Limerick. 

The Parochial Schools of tho Dlooeso of 
Limerick (Consent Scheme). 

Aug. 10, 

- 


- 

- 

77 


Diocese of 
Leighlin. 

Tho Parochial Schools of the Diocese of 
Leighlin ( Consent Scheme). 

Aug. 10, 

- 


- 


78 


Presbytery of 

Cambridge. 

The Endowments of and belonging to Con- 
gregations under the care of the Presbytery 
of Banbrldge [Consent Scheme). 

Aug. 10, 

Dee. 21, 

Dec. 24, 

Mur. 18, 

Juno 2, 

79 

Do™.. . 

The Ards, . 

Joseph Brown's Endowment, 

Aug. 10, 

Dec. 21, 

Dee. 24, 

May 19, 

Aug. 2, 

80 

Down, . 

An&hilt, 

The Anohilt Endowed School, . , 

1890. 
April 28, 

1800. 
Sept. 30, 

1890. 
Oct. 7, 



81 

Carlow, . 

Rathvilly, . 

DTsraell's School, 

April 38, 

Sept. 30, 

Oct. 7, 

_ 

_ 

82 

Down, 

Donugliatlee, 

Tho Donaghadec Free Schools (Consent 
Scheme). 

April 38, 

- 


- 

- 

83 


Presbytery of 
Ballymena. 

The Endowments of and belonging to Con- 
gregations under the care of the Presby- 
tery of Ballymena (Consent Scheme). 

April 38, 

- 


- 


84 


Presbytery of 

The Endowments of and belonging to Con- 
gregations under the core of the Presby- 
tery of Newry [Consent Scheme). 

April 28, 


~ 


- 

86 

Wicklow, . 

Caryslort, 

The Carysfort Royal School Endowment, 

April 38, 

_ 

_ 

__ 


80 

Westmeath, . 


Arthur Smith’s Charity (Consent Scheme ), . 

April 38, 

_ 

_ 

_ 


87 

| Kildare, 

Ballyaax, . 

Parochial School (Consent Scheme), 

April 28. 1 

Sept 30. 

Oct 7. 

_ 


88 


Diocese of 
Armagh. 

The Parochial Schools of tho Diocese of 
Armagh [Consent Scheme). 

April 28, j 

- 

- 

- 

- 



Dioceses of 
Down, Con- 

Dromoro. 

The Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of 
Down, Connor, nnd Dromure (Consent 
Scheme). 

Aug. 4, 

1 

- 


- 

00 

r 

! Fermanagh, . 



Th» Diocesan Schools and Banaglier Royal 
School Endowments. 

Aug. 4, 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

Londonderry, 

Roscommon, 


l " 

The Aunc Hall Endowments, # 

Aug. 4, 

- 

- 

- 

- 

93 

Mm - ■ 

Belfast, 

The Belfast Library and Society for pro- 
moting Knowledge. 

Aug. 4, 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

03 


Diocese of 
Ardogh. 

The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of 
Ardogli (Consent Schenui). 

Aug. 4, j 

- 

- 

- 

- 

94 

Limerick, . 

Limerick, . 

The Limerick Endowraont for Technical 
Education. 

Aug. 4, 

- 

- 

- 

- 

95 


„ 

The Leamy Endowment, .... 

Aug. 4, 

_ 

_ ' 



90 


Diocese of 
Clogher. | 

The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of 
Clogher (Consent Scheme). 

Aug. 4, 

- 

- 

- 

- 

07 


Presbytery of 
Cnrrickier- i 

gU5. 

The Endowments of and belonging to Con- 
gregations under the care of tho Presby- 
tery of Carrlcfcfergus (Consent Scheme). 

Aug. 4, 

- ■ 


- 

- 

98 

Antrim, 

Belfast, 

Hugh Henry Boyd’s Endowment (Consent 
Scheme). 

Aug. 4. 

- 1 


- 

- 
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Table IL — Endowments of the several Institutions for which Draft Schemes have been published, 
with the estimated Income of these Institutions from fees, subscriptions, and other sources. 


1 


Endowment 


Annual Income of 


Estimated 

Total Annual 

s 










Comity. 



Buildings 

Ww . m 



Fees, 

administered 



Name. 






s“ 






u„a,. 

Bands. 


Sources 





£ *. d. 

£ s. fl 

£ *. 

•f. 






Swords Old Borough Schools, . 

30 0 0 




— 


1 


Swords, 




1477 11 4 





Swords New Borough Schools, . 

13 0 0 

— 



> ■ 

2 


Dublin, 

Church of Ireland Training Col- 

173 0 0 

_ 



8,600 C 0 





lege. 








Custlcknoek •! 

Morgan’s School, 

32 0 0 

736 8 7 

0 1 

0 

— 

7114 9 7 




Mercer’s School [declared exempt). 

— 

— 

— 


— 

— 


n 

Dublin, 

Methodist Female Orphan School, 

as o o 

- 

Ill 10 

0 

131) 12 0 

2811 2 0 


{ 

Ilnhcny, 

Itaheuy Parochial School, 

14 0 0 

- 

- 


- 



1 

Coolock, 

Coolock Parochial School, 

14 4 7 

- 

u o 

0 


3 

C 

- 

Dublin, 

Ormond-rjuny Presbyterian Church 

S3 0 0 

220 4 S 

114 3 

6 

33 19 4 

433 8 3 

7 

Antrim, 

Belfast, 

Stonliopc-strect Schools, . 

SO 0 0 

100 0 Q 

- 


243 3 4 

3U3 8 < 

a 



Ulster Society for the Education 

400 0 0 


1,013 8 

, 

3,371 13 1 

3 843 1 2 




of the Deaf anil Dumb, nud the 
Blind. 










.Si Patrick's Cathedral Clioris- 

10 0 0 


— 


230 0 0 





tors' School. 








Dublin, 

Dublin, J 

St. Patrick’s Deanery Schools, . 

IS 0 0 

- 

- 


- 

400 8 0 




Knight's Endowed School, 

3» 0 0 

70 8 0 

— 


— 




l 

Ncary Mahon Endowment, 

- 

20 0 0 

- 


- 





Alexandra College, 

28S 0 0 

150 0 0 

_ 


3 4 13 14 10 


10 


" 

Alexandra School, , 

- 

- 

- 


2 210 13 7 

5.O0S 8 S 

» 

Antrim, . 

Belfast, 

Currie Sciiool, 

32 0 0 

10 0 0 

21 IS 

0 

391 7 7 

8SS 2 7 

13 

Dublin, 

Dublin, 

Hibernian Marine Society, 

120 0 0 

4S8 17 11 

019 15 

8 

39 IS 0 

1,308 9 1 

13 

Armagh, 

Lurgnn, 

Watts's Endowed 8c!>ool, 

no s o 

- 

381 0 

0 

330 0 0 

830 6 0 

u 

Dublin, 



104 0 0 

180 0 0 

3S4 0 

0 

904 0 0 

1.038 0 0 



Education of the Deaf and Dumb 








Antrim, 

Belfast, 

Itoyal Belfast Academical Insli- 

200 0 0 

311 0 9 

180 16 

0 

*79 14 2 

831 10 8 










1C 

« 


Methodist College, 

*882 0 0 

714 10 0 

740 2 

8 

9,493 11 3 

7,041 8 11 



f 

Prior School, 

01 0 0 

- 

424 18 

10 

116 13 2 

| 

17 

Donegal. 

Lifford, . -j 

Hansard School, . 

17 0 0 

10 0 0 

46 3 

1 

0 0 3 

y ‘70S 18 ® 



l 

Bluckrock School, 

3 10 0 

- 

17 10 

0 

0 14 0 

J 

18 

Dublin, 

Dublin, 

Merchant Tailors’ School, 

70 0 0 

228 0 0 

1$ 0 

0 


313 0 0 

10 

Monuglwn, . 

Monaghan, . 

Colloglato School, 

00 0 0 

- 

- 


365 0 0 

323 0 0 

20 

T.iiiiilondorry 

Coleraine, . 

Academical Institution, 

1S7 0 0 

- 

60 0 

0 

1,340 0 0 

1.937 0 0 

21 

Antrim, 

Lisburn, 

Nicholson Endowment, 

11 0 0 

- 

6 0 

0 

- 

17 0 0 

22 


Belfast, 

Ladles' Industrial School, 

120 0 0 

70 0 0 

75 0 

0 

296 0 0 

661 0 O 

23 

Londonderry 

Londonderry, 

Magee College, . 

220 0 0 

- 

1,643 0 

0 

337 0 0 

2.726 0 0 




Gwyn's Charitable Institution, . 

230 0 0 

89 19 8 

1,021 18 

1 

— 














Young Endowment, 

~ 




“ 


23 



Creggnn School, . 

32 10 0 

~ 

- 


- • 

32 10 O 




Dublin Working Boys’ Home, . 

40 0 0 

— 

— 


872 0 0 


20 

Dublin, 

Dublin, - 

Harding Endowment, 

- 

- 

E110 0 

0 

- 


27 


„ 

Bertrand Female Orphan School, 

00 0 0 

U54 0 0 

14 0 

0 

- 

72* 0 0 

28 

Antrim, 

Belfut, 

Bclfnst Academy, . 

280 0 0 

70 0 0 

- 


1,600 0 0 

2,480 0 0 


Dublin, 

Dublin. 

Pliibsb :> rough Sunday and Dailv 

20 0 0 

3 3 1 

103 11 

0 

3 0 0 

130 14 1 




Schools. 







30 

Cavan, 

Tullyrin. . 

Tullyvlu nud Benbawn Schools, 

10 10 0 


273 18 

7 

~ 

0*3 3 7 

81 

Fermanagh . 

T.isnaskca, . 

Moat School, 

10 0 0 

33 0 8 

— 


• 40 S 0 

73 8 * H 




Carried forward 

1.001 ID 7 

4,824 1 9 1 

10,240 5 0 

27,639 14 1 

4 5, .'.09 17 0 


* Exclusive of School Fees which do not come into the hands of the Governing Body, hut are paid directly to the Masters, 
f Exclusive of}.r Arthur Endowment of £10,000 for Residence Hull, 
j Exclusive of revcrsloDiry Endowment not yet fallen into possession. 

J liar, a year will he available when s life aged 34 drops, and a further sum of £12 a year when a life aged 73 drips. 
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Table II. — Endowments of the several Institutions for which Draft Schemes have been published 
with the estimated Income of these Institutions from fees, subscriptions, and other sources 
— continued. 


K 


Endowment. 


Annual tneomo of 

Estimated 

Total Animal 










a 




Buildings 

and 

From 

From 

Subscript inns 

administered 


County. 

Locality. 


Premises. 

Houses and 

Trust 

ami other 

& 



I4,„,K 


Sources. 





C*.d. 

£ t. d. 

£ ». d. 

£ s. d. 

£ t. d. 




Brought forward. 

4.0W 19 : 

4,024 19 1 

10.240 A 0 

27,030 14 1 

46,309 17 9 




St. Peters Schools, 


170 17 0 

22 12 9 



52 

Dublin. 

Dublin. J 

Airs. Wray's School, 

- 

- 

180 0 0 

j- 210 0 3 

603 16 0 

88 

Londonderry, 

Coleraine, . 

Lnurol 111)1 School, . 

3 0 0 

30 0 0 

- 

- 

53 3 O 

f 

Armagh, 

Armagh, 

Royal School, . . 

293 0 0 

1,174 1 0 

30 10 S 

*- 

■j 


Tyrone, 

Dungannon. . 

Royal School, . . 

171 0 0 

1,723 S 1 

7 9 6 



3M 

Fermanagh. . 

Enniskillen. . 

Royal School, . . 

3S3 0 0 

3,072 12 3 

97 4 2 


J- S.203 18 1 

| 

Cavan, 

Cavan, . 

Royal School, 

98 10 0 

043 11 0 

110 18 4 



t, 

Donegal, 

Eaplioe, 

lloyal School, 

7« 0 0 

773 10 0 

- 

*- 

J 

38 

Donegal, 

- 

Tim Robertson Endowments, . 

73 0 0 

- 

437 9 0 

- 

812 9 a 

30 

Armagh, 

Lurgan, 

Queen-street National School, . 

10 0 0 

- 

- 

40 0 0 

80 0 0 

37 

Cork. . 

Cork, . 

High School for Girls, . 

48 0 0 

- 

- 

1.120 0 0 

1,108 0 0 

38 

- 

Baltimore, . 

The Baltimore Fishery School, . 

40 0 0 

- 

- 

1,267 0 0 

1,307 0 0 




The Royal Irish Academy .of 

103 0 0 

30 0 0 

200 7 11 

2,370 10 O 


39 

Dublin, 

Dublin, -. 

BIuslo. 





•- 3,191 14 6 



The Coulson Endowment, 

— 

- 

479 111 0 

- 


40 

Londonderry, 

Londonderry, 

Londonderry Acad. Institution, . 

131 0 0 

- 

- 

11.214 0 0 

1.345 0 0 

41 











land. 

Jubilee Fund. 

• 





49 

Limerick, . 

Limerick, . 

Yilllors’ Charitable Institutions, 

171 0 0 

202 19 1 

771 8 0 

*— 

1,235 7 1 

43 

Antrim. 

Ballymena, . 

Guy's Free School, 

00 0 0 

- 

64 0 0 

- 

124 0 O 

44 


. 

Ballymena Collegiate School, . 

36 0 0 

- 

§- 

50 0 0 

105 0 0 

48 

Tipperary, . 

Clonmel, 

Clonmel Endowed School, 

40 0 0 

4CG 17 3 

- 

•_ 

300 17 6 

48 

Kilkenny, . 

Kilkenny, . 

Kilkenny College, 

43 0 0 

129 4 7 

- 

_ 

172 4 7 




St. Finn Barr's Parochial Schools, 

83 0 0 

9 4 7 

_ 






St Luke's Parochial Schools, 

- 

- 

- 

150 0 0 





St. Mary Shandon Parochial 
School. 

40 0 0 


01 8 0 

11 0 0 





St. Nicolas' Parochial and In- 




1,001 13 10 










47 

Cork, . 

Cork, . 

St Peter's Parochial Schools, 

32 10 U 

90 18 fl 

105 18 7 

•_ 

■ 3,809 16 0 




Cltrlst Church Parochial Schools, 

50 0 0 

12 0 0 

8 0 0 

67 18 0 





Green Coat Hospital, . 

*30 0 0 

123 0 0 

4 13 0 

•_ 





Grammar School, 

S3 0 0 

- 

_ 

600 0 0 





Brcttridgc's Charity, 

239 10 0 

143 C 0 

77 IS 0 

_ 


48 

Londonderry, 

Jlagherafilt, 

Rainey's School, . 

*30 0 0 

101 10 t. 

_ 

23 0 0 

210 10 9 

49 

Kilkenny, _ . 

Thomastown, 

Parochial School, . 

4 IS 0 


0 4 9 

30 3 0 

41 2 0 



| 

The Drclineourt School, 

35 0 0 

211 16 4 

_ 

_ 

I 




The Mall School, 

30 0 0 

S3 7 9 


15 0 0 



Armagh, 

Armagh, 



> S71 6 t 

1 




Tho Callan-street Schools, 

0 0 0 

— 

— 

— 



l 

Primate Robinson's Loan Fond, 

- 

- 

13 3 8 

_ 

J 

SI 

Down, . 

Holy R ood, . 

• Tho Sullivan Schools, , 

SO 0 0 

- 

443 9 3 

592 0 0 

1,093 9 3 

82 

Cork. . . 

Cork, 

Tim Rochelle Seminary, 

100 0 0 

- 

64 12 4 

1,200 4 2 

1,433 16 6 




Carried forward, 

8,611 4 7 

12,670 19 8 

13,982 4 7 

36,315 9 10 

72,455 10 5 


* The School Fees do not come into the hands of the Governing Body, but are paid directly to the masters. 

t The fees are paid directly to the masters, with the exception of the fees for Modern Languages, which are received by the Secretary, who 
jays xso a year to the Modern Languages Master. 

5 Kev. Mr. King, the present master, holds life annuity as Diocesan Schoolmaster under Irish Church Act, 1869. 

[ These schools are being rebuilt. 

* Estimated, the school house not appealing In valuation books. 
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IT* 


Tabi.e II.— Endowments of the several Institutions for which Draft Schemes have been published 
with tho estimated Income of these Institutions from fees, subscriptions, and other sources 
— continued. 





1 



I Annual Income of 

... 

Total Annual 





Valuntii 



irni-ut 












* 

County. 

locality. 

Vama 

Buildings 
Premises. 1 



From 

Fees. 

Subscriptions 

to be 

administered 










Funds. 

Sources. 

Scheme. 





£ 

.. 

a. 

* 

tl 

x ». a. 

£ s. d. 

tt.il. 




Brought forward, 

5,511 

4 


13,573 8 

7 

13,066 7 3 

38,315 0 10 

72,465 10 6 

33 

Waterford, . 

Waterford, . 

Stephon-strcet School, . 

23 

0 

0 

_ 


_ 

_ 

23 0 0 

54 

Limerick, . 

Limerick, . 

Jtoxborougli lload School, . 


- 


- 


- 

550 0 0 

550 0 G 



Diocese of J 






„ 

120 13 0 

11,800 0 0 


6ft 











Meath. 1 

Tim Preston School, Navnn, 

ICO 

0 

0 

400 IS 

7 

111 3 0 


P" * ' 

5C 

Meath,. . j 

OldcasUc, . 

The Gilson Schools, . 

76 

0 

0 

- 


753 4 0 

530 17 0 

1,473 1 6 

57 

Klldaro, 

Clano, . . 

Hcnctson's School, . , 

176 

0 

0 

204 18 

0 

14 9 4 

50 0 0 

434 7 10 

£8 



The Presbyterian Orphan Society 
of Ireland. 

60 

0 

0 

30 0 

• 

1,080 0 0 

11,206 3 0 

12,940 3 0 

3» 

Tipperary, . 

Cashel. . 


34 

6 

0 





214 5 0 




dowments. 








CO 


- 

Cashel Deanery Schools, . 

10 

0 

0 

37 3 

8 

30 13 10 

5 0 0 

82 17 6 

ei 

Antrim, 

Lome. . 

Larne Grammar School, , 

35 

10 

0 

- 


88 10 0 

84 0 0 

203 0 0 

#s 

Cork. 


Tho Munster Dairy School and 

414 

15 

0 




t»08 9 1 

V7I 7 




Agricultural Institute. 








53 

Down, . . 

Ballymncarrctt 

The Lodloy School Endowments, 


- 


- 


27 7 fO 

- 

27 7 10 

04 


Presbytery of 

The Endowments of and belong- 

00 

0 

0 





ISO 0 0 




Ing to Congregations under tho 
enro of the Presbytery of Dub- 












lin. 









w 

Cork, . 

Cork, . . 

St. Stephen's Hospital, , 

40 

0 

0 

422 11 

10 

22 0 0 

- 

484 11 10 



A 

Tho Parochial Schools of tho 

3420 

0 

0 




13,000 0 0 




Dioceses of 1 

Dioceses of Cork, Cloync, and 








fi« 


Cork.Clnyne,-] 
and Ross. 

Itoss. 








3,827 8 A 




Bishop Crowe’s School, Cloyne, . 

10 

0 

0 

225 0 10 

14 0 0 

*2 0 0 

) 

57 

Cork, . 

Klnsale, 

The Southwell School Endow- 

2 10 

0 



. 


34 10 0 




inent. 








68 

Westmeath, . 

ltochfort 

The SUiel Charity, . . 


15 

0 





271 0 6 



Bridge. 








<9 

Itoscommon, 

Elphln, 

Bishop Hodson’s Grammar 
School. 

6 

0 

0 

203 0 

0 

- 

66 0 0 

273 0 0 

70 


Belfast, 

The Orphan Society of the Asso- 








362 18 10 




elation of Irish jfon-Sabscrib- 
ing Presbyterians and other 
Free Christians. 










71 { 

Tyrono, 

Slrabane, 

The Strabane Academy, . 

30 

0 

0 

- 


- 

*- 1 

30 0 0 

72 | 



Tho Sabbath School Society for 

_ 



_ 


01 17 4 






Ireland in connection with the 
Presbyterian Church. 









■73 


Diocese of 

The Parochinl Schools of the 

1170 

o 






1,492 18 8 



Ferns. 

Diocese of Ferns. 









Down I 

The Southwell Charity, 

120 

o 

0 

11 0 

0 

233 15 0 




uown, . \ 

Patrick. 1 

Tho Parochial Schools, . 

25 

0 

0 

_ 


_ 

*50 0 0 

; 430 15 0 

76 


Presbytery of 
Ballybay. 

'Clio Endowments of and belong- 


0 




, 

1460 0 0 

480 0 0 



ing to Congregations under tho 
care of tho Presbytery of 
Ballybay. 













75 


Diocese of 

Tho Parochial Schools of tho 


0 

0 

35 0 

0 


}800 0 0 

487 1 l 



Limerick. 

Diocese of Limerick. 







77 


Diocese of 

The Parochial Schools of the 

1100 

0 






432 15 3 



Leighlin. 

Diocese of Leighlin. 










Carried forward. 

8,718 10 7 

15,804 13 

6 

17,625 14 C 

50,904 14 G 

101,812 2 1 


* The School Fees do not come Into the hands of the Governing Body, bat are paid directly to the masters. 
+ This does not include farm produce. 

1 Estimated. 
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Table XL — Endowments of the several Institutions for which Draft Schemes have been published, 
with the estimated Income of these Institutions from fees, subscriptions, and other sources 
— continued. 


1 i 

Endowment. 

Valuation 
of School | 

Annual Income of 
Endowment. 

Estimated 
Annual 
Income from 

Total Annual 
Amount 

o 

Sc 


Locality. 


Promises. 

Houses and 
Lands. 

Trust 

Funds. 

Fees, 

Subscriptions 
mid other 

administered 

Scheme. 





£ a. (1. 

£ a. a. 

£ S. ll. 

£. s. i J. 

£ s. d. 




Brought forward. 

8, no in 7 

13,004 10 0 

17,328 14 li 

50,004 14 0 

401,842 2 1 

78 


Presbytery of 
Banbridgc. 

Tho Endowments of and belong- 
ing to Congregations under the 
oare of the Presbytery ol Bun- 
bridge. 

SO 0 0 

30 10 0 


00 10 0 

143 0 0 

SO | 

Down, . 

The Ards, . 

Joseph Brown's Endowment, . 

- 

77 10 0 

137 13 0 

- 

2is a o 

80 1 


AnahUt, 

The Anahilt Endowed School, . 

11 10 0 

- 

37 10 0 

- 

49 0 0 

81 

Carlow, 

Uathvilly, . 

DTsmeH’s School, 

23 0 0 

- 

03 13 10 

*- 

11 H 13 to 

82 

Down, . 

Donaghadec, 

/Mount Alexander School, 
(.Admiral Leslie’s Free School, . 

13 0 0 
*12 0 0 

: 

18 O 3 
31 8 0 

50 U 4 
46 5 O 

> .. , 
> 

S3 

1 


Presbytery of 
Ballymena 

The Endowments of and belong- 
ing to Congregations under 
the care of the Presbytery of 
Ballymena- 

♦23 0 0 



OOO 0 0 

025 0 O 

81 , 


Presbytery of 
No wry. 

The Endowments of and belong, 
ing to Congregations under 
the care of the Presbytery of 
No wry. 

10 10 0 



100 0 0 

ltd IS 0 

S3 

Wicklow, . 

Curysfort, . 

The Oorysfort Koyal School 
Endowment. 

13 0 0 

114 8 0 

1 81 14 11 

•- 

ISO 3 5 

SO 

Westmeath, . 

- 

Arthur Smith's Charity, 

- 

100 0 0 

_ 

- 

100 0 0 

87 

Kildaro, 

Ballysnx, 

Fnroohinl School, 

1 1C 0 

- 

con 

; 

8 1 9 

88 


Diocese ol 
Armagh. 

JTha Parochial Schools of tiio 
Dioceso of Armagh. 

- 



- 

! t— 

89 


Dioceses of 
Down, Con- 
nor, and 
Drotnora. 

tTho Parochial Schools of the 
Dioceses of Down, Connor, 
and Dromore. 


" 

— 

~ 

t— 

r 

no-; 

f 

King's, 

Fermanagh.. 

Bnnagher, . 

1 

The Diocesan Schools Endow- 
ments. 

Banaghcr Koyal School Endow- 

30 0 0 

§140 9 9 

38 10 l! 
10 0 0 

” 

! 228 6 S 

1 
) 

J! 

Londonderry, 

1 - 

The Anne Hall Endowments, . 

3 10 0 

- 

120 7 0 

— 

131 17 G 

[| 

Itoscommon, 

J 







82 

■ 

Belfast, 

The Belfast Library and Society 
for promoting Knowledge. 

" 1 

- 


714 4 S 

714 4 :l 

93 


Diocese of 
Ardugh. 

Tho Parochial Schools of tho 
Diocese of Ardagh. 

24 15 0 

3 0 0 


27C ID O 

305 0 0 

34 

Limerick, 

Limerick, 

Tho Limerick Endowment for 
Technical Education. 

|i 0 0 

- 

100 O 0 

- 

103 0 0 

93 



The Lcumy Endowment, . 

100 0 0 

- 

280 7 3 


334 7 3 

90 


Dioceso of 
Cloghcr. 

tThn Parochial Schools of the 
Diocese of Clogher. 

- 



- 

t- 

97 


Presbytery of 
Canlcktir- 

gU8. 

The Endowments of and belong- 
ing to Congregations liuder 
the care of the Presbytery of 
Carrickfergus. 

20 10 0 

" 

— 

831 4 5 

851 14 5 

9S 

Antrim, 

Belfast, 

Hugh Henry Boyd's Endowment. 

“ 

354 7 0 

105 6 8 

- ’ 

440 14 2 




Total 

0,003 13 7 

16,430 5 9 

18,734 18 8 

03,047 J 0 

107,230 9 0 


* The School Keen do not come into the hands of the Governing Body, but are paid directly to the most err. 
•f Estimated. 

t Schedules not yet complete. 

S Subject to Treasury Debt of £225 18s. lid. 

I Estimated value ot Muugret Female National School. 
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Tabt.e III. — Objections and Amendments received and considered by the 
Commission during the past year. 

Draft Scheme No. 3 (J Yciv). Morgan’s School, Castleknock. 

1. Tito Diocesan Council of the Diocese of Dultliu. 

2. Rev. Morgan W. Jellett, lt..d., Catecliist of Morgan’s School. 

3. Rev. R. Sadleir, d.d., Rector of Castleknock, one of the proposed Governors. 


Draft Scheme No. 80. The Anahilt Endowed School. 

1 . The existing Trustees of the School. 

2. Major M'Clintock, Agent to His Grace the Duke of Devonshire. 

3. D. Clements, Principal of the School. 


Draft Scheme No. 82. The Donaghadcc Free Schools. 

1. The Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Requests. 

2. Daniel Do la Cheroia, D.t., Proprietor of the Donaghadcc Estate. 

3. Rev. Richard H. Coote, b.a., Incumbent of the Parish of Donaghadee. 

Draft Scheme No. 85. The Carysfort Royal School Endowment. 

1. The Commissioners of Education in Ireland. 

2. The Right Hon. The Earl of Carysfort, 

3. Robert Philpot, Esq., on behalf of a number of persons interested. 

4. Rev. William Havpur, Methodist Minister at Arklow. 

Draft Scheme No. 8G. Arthur Smith’s Charity. 

1. The Most Rev. Dr. Thomas Nulty, d.d., Lord Bishop of Meath. 


Draft Scheme No. 8S. The Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Armagh. 
Objections to Scheme. 

None. 

Objections and Amendments to Schedules. 

1. Rev. Thomas Adderley, Incumbent of Killesliil. 

2. J. 0. Lowry, Esq., D.t. 

3. The Clerk of the Drapers Company. 

4. Rev. Henry W. Young, m.a., Incumbent of Donagkendry. 

5. Colonel Ynyr Henry Burges, D.t. 

G. Joseph Atkinson, Esq., Crowbill, Loughgn.lL 

7. Rev. John W. Johnston, Incumbent of Termonaguirke. 

8. Major Charles M. Alexander. 

9. J. A. M. Cope, Esq. 


Draft Scheme No. 89. The Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Down, Connor, and 
Dromore. 

Objections to Scheme. 

1 . The Church Education Society for the United Dioceses of Down and Connor and Dromore. 

2. Rev. James Reade, Incumbent of Jordanstown. 

3. Rev. George B. Sayers, b.a., Canon of Connor, Incumbent of Ballinderry. 

Objections and Amendments to Schedules. 

4. Rev. Henry W. Lett, m.a., Incumbent of Aghaderg. 

5. Rev. Morris H. F. Collis, b.a., Incumbent of Antrim. 

6. Rev. George Gore Mervyn, m.a., Incumbent of Ballymacarrett. 

7. Rev. Thomas M. Benson, Incumbent of Ballymoney. 

8. Rev. Robei-t Cunningham, m.a , Incumbent of Ballyraskane. 

9. Rev. Henry S. O’Hara, M.A., Chancellor of Connor Cathedral, Incumbent of Coleraine. 

10. Rev. George Smith, m.a., Incumbent of Comber! 

11. Rev. Samuel M. Moore, M.A., Incumbent of Derryaghy. 

12. Rev. Charles Watson, m.a., Incumbent of Glenavy. 

13. Rev. L. A. H. T. Pooler, M.A., Minor Canon, Down Cathedral, Incumbent of Holly- 

mount. 

14. The Select Vestry of Jordanstown. 

c 
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EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 

15. Rev. Richard Oates, Incumbent of Knocknunuickley. 

16. Rev. William D. Pounden, m.a., Rector of Lisburn. 

17. Rev. J. G. Pooler, d.d., Canon of St. Patrick’s, Incumbent of Newtownards. 

18. Rev. Thomas Cox, m.a., Incumbent of Ramoan. 

19. Very Rev. Theophilus Campbell, d.d., Dean of Dromore, Incumbent of Shankhill. 

20 The Presbytery of Route. 

31. The Presbytery of Bangor in connection with the Remonstrant Synod of Ulster. 

22. Rev. Silas Johnston, Presbyterian Minister. 

23. The Manager and Members of the Committee of Killinchy School, County Down. 

24. Residents in the neighbourhood of Ballydoran, Killinchy, County Down. 

25. The Manager of Lisowen National School, and the Rev. Stewart Dickson, Minister of 

First Saintfield Presbyterian Church. 

26. The Manager of Saintfield School, the Rev. Stewart Dickson, and others. 


Draft Scheme No. 91. The Anne Hall Endowments. 

1. The Agricultural Committee of the Royal Dublin Society. 

2. Rev. Thomas Murphy, p.p., Manager of the Lattouo School, County Fermanagh. 

Draft Scheme No. 92. The Belfast Library and Society for Promoting Knowledge. 

1. The Existing Committee of the Library. 


Draft Scheme No. 93. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ardagh. 
Objections to Scheme. 

None. 

Objections and Amendments to Schedules. 

1. The Right Hon. William Richard, Baron Harlech, L. & c.R. 

2. The Trustees of Dromod School. 

3. Rev. F. Hunt, m.a., Archdeacon of Ardagh, Incumbent of Moliill. 

4. Rev. R. T. Bevon, M.A., Incumbent of Street, 


Draft Scheme No. 96. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Clogher. 

Objections to Scheme. 

None. 

Objections a r nd Amendments to Schedules. 

1. J. Carmichael-Ferrall, Esq., Augher Castle. 

2. Rev. George Tottenham, m.a., Canon of St. Patrick’s, Incumbent of Innismacsaint. 

3. Rev. William E. Fleming, m.a., Incumbent of Kilskeery. 

4. Rev. Robert M‘ Gregor, m.a., Incumbent of Lisbellaw. 

Draft Scheme No. 97. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under 
the care of the Presbytery of Carrickfergus. 

Objections to Scheme. 

None. 

Objections and Amendments to Schedule. 

1. Rev. John Stewart, B.A., Clerk of the Presbytery. 

Draft Scheme No. 98. Hugh Henry Boyd’s Endowment, Belfast. 

1. The Existing Trustees of the Endowment. 

Draft Scheme No. 90 : The Diocesan Schools and Banagher Royal School Endowments ; 

No. 94 : The Limerick Endowment for Technical Education ; and No. 95 : The Leamy 
Endowment. 

Scheme No. 90 : — 

j . The Most Rev. Dr. O'Dwyev, Lord Bishop of Limerick. 

2. Rev. Canon J. F. Gregg. 

3. James Quin, Esq., j.p. 

Scheme No. 94 : — 

1. Rev. Thomas Head, s.J. 

2. Rev. Tkoma* Brewn#, p.p. 
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Scheme No. 95 : — 

1. The Most; Rev. Dr. O'Dwyer, Lord Bishop of Limerick. 

2. The Existing Governing Body of Leamy’s School. 

3. James Quin, Esq., j p. 

4. W. Wilson Mercer, Head Master. 

3. Miss Mary Mercer, Head Mistress. 

0. Samuel Moore, Assistant Master. 

Schemes Nos. 90, 94, and 95 (Joint Objections): — 

1. The Diocesan Council of Limerick. 

2. The Deacon’s Court of the Presbyterian Church, Limerick. 

3. The Congregation of Wesley Chapel, George Street. 

•1. The Congregational Church, Limeiick. 

5. The .Bedford- row Methodist Congregation. 


Table IV. — Endowment# with respect to which, inquiries have been held, and the 
preparation of Schemes is under consideration. 


In some of the cases on the following list Draft Schemes are in preparation ; in others 
the expediency of publishing Schemes is under consideration, or further inquiries arc in 
progress. 


A. (1). Endowments of private foundation under the 
control of the Commissioners of Education 
in Ireland : — 

Ey recourt School, Co. Galway. 

Midleton School, Co. Cork. 

Ballyroiin School, Queen’s County. 

(2). The Endowments under the management of 
the Incorporated Society for promoting 
English Protestant Schools in Ireland. 

. (3). The Endowments of the Schools founded by 
Erasmus Smith. 

(4). The Parochial Schools of “The Church of Ire- 
land " in the following Dioceses : — 


(5). The Endowments belonging to Congregations 
under the care of thefollowingPresbyteries: — 
continued. 

Letterkenny. 

Monaghan. 

Rathfriland. 

Strabane. 

Templepatrick. 

Tyrone. 

B. Endowments classified according to Provinces and 
Counties, as follows : — 

Province of Leinster — 

City of Dublin — 


Deny. 

Elpliin. 

Tuam. 

Killnla and Achonry. 

Dublin. 

Glendalough. 

Kildare. 

Ossory. 

Killaloe, East. 

Clonfert and Kilmacduagk. 

Ardfert and Aghodoe. 

(y). The Endowments belonging to Congregations 
under the care of tliefollowingPresb ytcries : — 

Ahogliill. 

Ards. 

Armagh. 

Atldone. 

Belfast. 

Coleraine. 

Comber. 

Connaught. 

Cork 

Deny. 

Down. 

Dromore 


Gardiner’s Charity. 

Infant School, Trinity Place. 

Love’s Charity. 

Queen's Institute. 

The Ralph Macklin School. 

Schools formerly in connection with the Uni- 
tarian Congregation, Strand Street 
School formerly known as “Essex Strew 
School.” 

Lowton Apprenticeship Fund. 

County of Dublin — 

Rathmines Township Schools. 

The Drummond Institution, Chapelizod. 
Roger Palmer’s Charity for Marriage Portion 
Rush. 

County of Kilkenny. — 

Subscription School, Kilkenny. 

County of Longford — 

Lisnaboe Endowed School, Newbownforbes. 
Clontumphcr School (West Endowment). 

The Charlton Charity for Marriage Portions. 
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Province of Leinster — -continued. 

County of Louth — 

Blue School, Drogheda. 

Endowed School, Ardee. 

Endowed School, Dundalk. 

Grammar School, Dundalk (Erasmus Smith’s). 

County of Meath — 

The Charlton Charity for Marriage Portions. 
County of Wexford — 

Ballyaune Schools, New Ross (Bolger Endow- 
ment). 

Duncormack School (Richards Endowment). 
Endowed School, New Ross. 

Erasmus Smith’s School, Wexford. 

THU School, New Ross (Tottenham Endow- 
ment). 

The Tate School, Wexford. 

Whitechurch Parochial School (Glnscott Endow- 
ment). 

Whitechurch, Stokestown (Paul Endowment). 

County of Wicklow — 

Crofton Endowed School, Ashford. 

Erasmus Smith’s School, Kiltcgnn. 

Stratford Lodgo Schools, Baltinglass. 

Diocesan School, Wicklow. 

Free School, Wicklow. 

Teresian Orphan School (Waldron Endow- 
ment). 

Province of Munster — 

City of Cork — 

Lapp's Charity. 

Cork School of Science, Art and Music. 

County of Cork — 

Aghada National School. 

Cove National Endowed Boys School. 

Crofton School, Clondrohid, Macroom. 
Endowed School, Bandon. 

Endowed School, Charleville. 

Endowed School, Youghal. 

Erasmus Smith’s School, Bandon. 

Fermoy College. 

Girls Industrial School, Bandon. 

Rohan School, Mallow (Cotter Endowment). 

County of Tipperary — 

Charitable School, Clonmel. 

CouDtv of Waterford — 

Alcock’s Apprenticeship Endowment, Water- 
fowl. 

Endowed School, Lismore. 

Blue School, Water-ford (Mason Endowment). 
Protestant Orphan School, Waterford. 

School of Industry, Lady Lane, Waterford. 


Province ot Ulster — 

County of Antrim — 

Brown Street Schools, Belfast. 

English School, Ballymena (formerly Erasmus 
Smith’s |. 

Sharpe’s Bequest, Ballyeastle. 

County of Down. — 

Ballyculter School, Bangor. 

Ballydorau Natioual School, Killinchy. 
Ballymaconnell Natioual School, Bangor. 
Ballyumllen (Crawfortlabum) National School, 
Bangor. 

Bally snllagh National School, Bangor. 
Carricknab Natioual School, Tyrello. 
Carrowdoro (Woburn) National School. 
Clanbrnssil Endowment, Bangor. 

Endowed School, Bangor. 

Killinchy Schools. 

Killongh National School, Downpatrick. 
Mountstewart Erasmus Smith’s School, Grey 
Abbey. 

No. 1 Natioual School, Donaghndee. 

Sluigley National School, Killylengh. 
Tubber-ua-Cavrig National School, Innishargy. 
Tullycavey Natioual School, Grey Abbey. 

County of Londonderry — 

Camus School, Castleroe. c 

Foyle College, Londonderry. 

Irish Society’s Schools, Bet-csford Place, Cole- 
raine. 


Province of Connaught — 

County of Galway — 

Hlerton School (Parsons Pci-sse’s Charity). 

The Rockficlcl Institution (Lyons’ Endowment.) 


County of Leitrim — 

National School, Manorhamilton (Mastci-son 
Endowment). 


Coimty of Mayo — 

Newport Parochial School 

County of Roscommon — 

Academical Institution, Boylo. 

Castlerea School (Lord Mb. Sandford's Bequest). 

County of Sligo — 

Cnstleconnor (Ardvally and Scurmore), and 
Kil glass Schools (Valentino Endowment). 
Bullinorly National School, Calry, Sligo. 
Erasmus Smith’s School, Sligo. 
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Table V. — Endowments declared exempt from the jurisdiction 
of the Commission. 


Province of Leinster — 

City of Dublin — 

Bethesda Female Orphan School, Upper 
Dorset Street. 

Christian Brothers Schools, Basin Lane. 

Girls Almshouses, Great Britaiu Street. 
Female Orphan House, North Circular Road. 
Pleasant’s Asylum, Lower Camden Street. 

St. Brigid’s Catholic Ragged Schools. 

St. Catherine’s National Schools, Meath Street. 
St. James’s National School, Basin Lane. 

St. Miclian’s National School, North Anne 
Street. 

SS. Michael and John’s National Schools, 
Essex Street. 

St. Saviour’s Orphanage, Denmark Street. 

St. Thomas’ Orphanage, Gloucester Street. 
Singleton School, in connection with the 
Unitarian Church, St. Stephen’s Green. 

, Wesley College, St. Stephen’s Green. 

County of Dublin — 

Parochial Schools, Castleknock. 

Parochial School, Finglas, 

County of Kilkenny — 

Chapel Lane School, Kilkenny. 

St. Kieran’s College, Kilkeuny. 

County of Louth — 

Christian Brothers Schools, Drogheda. 
Christian Brothers Schools, Dundalk. 

St. Mary's College, Dundalk. 

County of Meath — 

St. Finian’s Seminary, Navan. 

County of Westmeath — 

Belvedere Orphanage, Tyrrellspass. 

Westmeath Protestant Orphan Society. 
Wilson’s Hospital, Multyfaraham. 

County of Wexford — 

St. Peter’s College, Wexford. 

Province of Munster — 

County of Clare — 

Christian Brothers Schools, Ennis. 

Killaloe Diocesan College, Ennis. 

City of Cork — 

Christian Brothers Schools, Cork. 

Presentation Brothers School, Cork. 

St. Finn Barr’s Seminary, Cork. 

St. Vincent’s Orphanage, Cork. 

Comity of Cork — * 

Carmelite Seminary, Kinsale. 

Christian Brothers Schools, Charleville. 
Christian Brothers Schools, Youghal. 


Province of Munster — continued. 

County of Cork — continued. 

Convent National School, Youghal. 

St. Column's College, Fermoy. 

St. Joseph’s Convent School, Kinsale. 

County of Limerick — 

Cathedral Grammar School, or Blue School, 
Limerick. 

Christian Brothers Schools, Limerick. 

Mount St Vincent School, Limerick. 

Sacred Heart College, Limerick. 

County of Tipperary — 

Christian Brothers Schools, Clonmel. 

Rockwell College, Cahir. 

County of Waterford — 

Bishop Boy’s Endowment, Waterford. 

Bishop Foy’s Apprenticeship Fund, Waterford. 
Christian Brothers Schools, Waterford. 
Friends School, Newtown, Waterford. 

St John’s College, Waterford. 


Province of Ulster — 

County of Antrim — 

Friends Agricultural School, Brookfield. 
Friends Provincial School, Lisburn. 

St Malachy’s College, Belfast 

County of Armagh — 

Jackson’s Schools, Forkhill. 

St. Patrick’s College, Armagh. 

Comity of Cavan — 

Christian Brothers Schools, Cavan. 

St. Patrick's College, Cavan. 

County of Fermanagh. — 

Vaughan Charter School, Tubrid. 

County of Londonderry — 

St Columb’s College, Londonderry. 

Comity of Monaghan — 

St. Macarten’s Seminary, Monaghan. 


Province of Connaught — 

County of Galway — 

Christian Brothers Schools. Clarenbridge. 
Lombard Street Schools, Galway. 

St Ignatius College, Galway. 

St Jarlath’s College, Tuam. 

St. Joseph’s Seminar}’, Nun’s Island, Galway, 

County of Sligo — 

College of the Immaculate Conception, Sligo. 
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Table VI. — Exempt Endowments, with respect to which applications for 
Consent Schemes, have been received, and are under consideration. 


The Parochial Schools of “ The Church of Ire- 
land ” in the following Dioceses : — 

Deny. 

Elphin. 

Timm. 

Killala and Achonry. 

Dublin. 

Glendalough. 

Kildare. 

Ossory. 

Killaloe, East. 

Clonfert and Kilmacduagh. 

Ardfert and Aghadoe. 

The Endowments belonging to Congregations | 
under the care of the following Presbyteries : — 
AhoghiH. 

Ards. 

Armagh. 


The Endowments belonging to Congregations 

under the care of the following Presbyteries : 

continued. 

Athlone. 

Belfast. 

Coleraine. 

Comber. 

Connaught. 

Cork. 

Deny. 

Down. 

Djiomore. 

Letterkenny. 

Monaghan. 

Rathfi-iiwd. 

Strahane. 

Teraplepatrick. 

Tyrone. 


Table VII. — Public Sittings of the Commission h-e'ld during the past year, 

Limerick. — At the. Count House , Friday, October 2o, and Saturday, October 26, 1889. 

Mnngret Agricultnral College. 

Leamy’s Eree School. 

The Limerick Diocesan School. 

The Rokborough Road School (objections). 

Dublin. — At the Office of the Commission, Thursday, April 10, 1890. 

The Charlton Charity for Marriage Portions, Co. Meath, and Oq. .Longford. 

Roger Palmer’s Charity for Marriage Portions, Rush, Co. Dublin. 

The Chetwode and Stearne Apprenticeship Charity. 

Navas.' — At'the'Oourt House , Friday, April 11, 1890. 

The Chariton Charity . — Adjourned Inquiry. 

The Chetwode and Stearne Charity. — A djourned Inquiry. 


LoNdroRD. — At the Court House, Friday, May 2, 1890. 

The Charlton Charity . — Adjourned Inquiry, 


Dublin. — At the Office of the Commission, Saturday, August 2, 1890. 

■The 'Commissioners of , Education in Ireland, and the Endowments of tfce Ulster Royal 
Schools. (Objection of the Treasury to Superannuation Clause.) 
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ABSTRACT OF THE MINUTES OF THE COMMISSIONERS. 


PART I. 


SUMMARY OF MEETINGS AND ATTENDANCES. 


(A) Table showing Meetings held during the Year ending September 30, 1890. 


Mbetdigs hud dt 

Number 

of Meetings hold. 

Number 

of these Meetings 
which were 
Puhlio Inquiries. 

Number ol 
stated attondanoas 
of Full 
Commission. 

The Full Commission, 

81 

6 

- 32 

The Judicial Commissioners, 

41 

- 

- 

The Assistant Commissioners, ..... 

26 



Total, ...... 

148 

6 1 

32 


(B.) Table showing the Attendances of the Commissioners at the Meetings during the Year 
ending September 30, 1890. 



Full Commission. | 

Judicial 

Assistant 


Names or Commissioners. 

Meetings. 

Stated 

Attendances. 

Commissioners' 

Meetings. 

Commissioners' 

Meetings. 


Judicial Commissioners : 






Lord Justico FitzGibbon, « • . 

66 

17 

41 

- 

124 

Lord Justice Naish (Resigned Jan. 21, 
1890). 

25 

— 

29 

— 

54 

Mr. Justice O’Brien (Appointed Feb. 6, 
1890). 

21 

6 

12 

— 

39 

Assistant Commissioners : 






Yery Rev. Dr. Molloy, ... 

75 

*27 

- 

24 

126 

Dr. Traill, . . « < • • 

70 

13 

- 

22 

105 

Professor Dougherty, • • 

48 

4 

“ 

20 

72 


• Exclusive of six attendances bj" Dr. Molloy to transact the business of the Commiasion during the absence of the other 


Commissioners. 

e 
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EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


PART II. 


MINUTES OF THE FULL COMMISSION. 


October 1, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this duy at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Minutes of three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Letters read ; — 

Rev. Thomas H. M. Scott (Sept. 26), on behalf of the Remonstrant Synod of Ulster, 
objecting to the Draft Scheme for Brown’s Trusts, Oo. Down. 

Thomas H. Jermyn (Sept. 28), giving names of present Trustees of St. Stephen’s Hospital, 
Cork. 

Rev. Thomas Browne, r.r., Loughmore (Sept. 27), and Rev. James Dowd (Sept. 28), sending 
observations on the Limerick Memorandum drawn up by the Commissioners. 

Rev. Andrew Murphy (Sept. 30), on behalf of the Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer, Bishop of 
Limerick. 

Rev. F- Burke (Sept. 22) asking for an Endowment for the Kilfinane Classical School, 
Co. Limerick. 

Rev. W. Moore Morgan (Sept. 26) asking certain questions as to a Scheme for the 
Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Armagh. 

Sir William Quartos Ewart (Sept 27) asking that the Scheme for the Ledley School 
Endowments be not proceeded with for the present. 

Drummond Grant, Hon. Sec., Coleraine Academical Institution (Sept. 27) asking questions 
about the Scheme for that Institution now finally approved. 

Rev. Henry Rooke (Sept. 27) as to Lord Chesterfield’s Grant to a School in Wicklow. 

Rev. James B. Keene (Sept. 27) asking if the Commissioners will receive any com- 
munication from the Standing Committee of the General Synod before proceeding further 
with the Meath Diocesan Scheme. 

L. A. Beamish, Hon. Sec., Munster Dairy School (Sept. 30) as to the Draft Scheme 
published for that Institution. 

Thomas Laffan, m.d. (Sept. 23) asking when the objections to the Draft Scheme for the 
Cashel Corporation School Endowments would be heard. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Draft Annual Report for the year 1888-9 was considered. 

The Objections to the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments lodged with 
the Clerk of the Privy Council were considered with a view to preparing observations 
thereon. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


. Gerald FitzGibbon, 

October 4, 1889. 
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October 4, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission hold this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed 

Letters read : — # 

L. A. Beamish, Hon. Sec., Munster Daily School (Oct 3). 

Robert Stewart, Master of Blue School, Downpatrick, as to his vested interests under the 
Draft Scheme for the Southwell Charity and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Rev. John S. Robinson, Rector of Dclgany Parish, Co. Wicklow (Sept. 30), asking that a 
Scheme may be framed for an Endowment in his parish. 

Rev. L. M ‘Ke a nu (Sept 30), objecting to the Draft Scheme for Joseph Brown’s Endow- 
ments, Co. Down. 

William Johnston, M.P. (Oct. 3), on behalf of himself and ocher Trustees objecting to the 
Draft Scheme for the Parochial Schools, &c., Downpatrick. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Draft Annual Report for the year 1888-S9 was considered. 

The Objections to tlio Scheme for the Ulster Royal Schools Endowments, lodged 
•with the Clerk of the Privy Council, were considered with a view to preparing 
observations thereon. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerajld FitzGibbon, 

October 8, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


October 8, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. David Parke (Oct. 4) sending “Forms of Consent” from the various Congregations 
under the care of the Presbytery of Banbrirlge. 

Very Rev. The Dean of Cloy no (Oct. 5) ns to the trusts of AlmshouBe in the Parish of 
CJloyne. 

The Managers of the Schools sharing in Brown’s Trusts, Co. Down, objecting to the Draft 
Scheme published for those Endowments. 

Messrs. F. and K. Reid, Solicitors (Oct. 4) enclosing amended Schedules of the Gwyn and 
Voung Endowments, Londonderry. 

John R. M ‘Connell (Oct. 7) enclosing Trust Deed relating to the Downpatrick Parochial 
Schools. 

John R. M'Connell (Oct. 7) objecting to the Draft Scheme published for the Southwell 
Charity and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Rev. L. M'Kenna (Oct. 7) in reference to his objection to the Draft Scheme for Brown's 
Trusts, Co. Down. 

Letter (Oct. 1) read from John C. Pounden, Secretary, Diocesan Council of Ferns, 
asking to be supplied before October 10, with a list of the Rectors of Parishes in that 
Diocese who have furnished “Forma of Consent” 

The Secretary was directed to comply with the request 
Letters read: — 

Rev. Peter Wilson (Oct 5), asking certain questions in connection with the Ferns 
Diocesan Scheme. 

L. A. Beamish, Hon. Sec., Munster Dairy School (Oct 6), addressed to Lord Justice 
FitzGibbon. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

e 2 
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The Secretary was directed to mite to the Most Rev. Dr. Walsh, Archbishop of Dublin, 
in terms as drafted, asking His Grace’s permission to print in the Appendix to the 
Annnn.1 Report the letters and returns furnished by His Grace as to the proportion of pupils 
receiving Intermediate Education in the principal Roman Catholic Schools to those 
passing the Intermediate Examinations in certain specified subjects. 

The Draft Ann ual Report for the } r ear 18SS-S9 was considered. 

The Objections to the Scheme for the Ulster Royal Schools Endowments lodged with 
the Clerk of the Privy Council were considered with a view to preparing observations 
thereon. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

October 0, 1889. 


October 9, 1889. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbost, Rev. Dv.Mollot, Dr, Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

Wm. Johnston, M.P. (Oct. 8), with reference to his objection to the Draft Schemo for the 
Parochial Sohools, Sic., Downpatrick. 

Rev. J. Blackwood Price (Oct. 8), on behalf of a Committee consisting of Representatives 
of original Subscribers, and the Select Vestry of the Parish of Down, objecting to the Draft 
Scheme for the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Rev. James Cregan, Secretary, Congregational Union of Ireland (Oct. 8), asking that copies 
of any Schemes relating to Public Endowments may be sent him as they are published. 

Rev. James M‘Fervan and Members of the Bally hemlin Remonstrant Congregation, 
objecting to the Draft Scheme for Brown’s Trusts, Co. Down. 

Wm. Watson, Agent over portion of Brown’s Estate (Oct. 9), as to his vested interests. 

The Objections to the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments lodged with 
the Clerk of the Privy Council were considered with a view to preparing observations 
thereon. 

A Public Sitting was fixed to be held at the Court-house, Limerick, on Friday, October 
25, for the purpose of holding a further inquiry into the Mungrct College, Leamy’s Free 
School, and the Limerick Diocesan School, and of hearing the views of all persons 
interested. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


"Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

October 15, 1889. 


October 11, 1889. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 


Present : — Lord Justice FTtzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Dr. Traill. 


Letters read : — 


William Watson, Agent of the Ayle Estate (Oct. 9), enclosing letter addressed to him by 
the Trustees of Brown’s Endowments, Co. Down. 

The Trustees of Brown’s Endowments (Oct. 10) objecting to Draft Schemo published for 
those Endowments. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (Oct. 10) giving notice of sitting to hear Objections to the 
Scheme for the Ulster Royal Schools Endowments. 

Letter (Oct. 10) read from L. A. Beamish, Hon. Sec., Munster Dairy School, enclosing 
Resolution of the Committee of the School. 


A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 
The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


. Gerald FitzGibbon, 

October 15, 1889. 
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October 15, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the OQice, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FrrzGniBON, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Letters read: — 

Rev. Canon Gabbett (Oct. 11) stating he cannot attend inquiry in Limerick on the 
25th inst. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (Oct 11) changing sitting to hear the objections to Scheme 
for the Ulster Royal Schools Endowment from 23rd to 24th inst. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (Oct. 12) giving the Commissioners authority to send out 
any documents relating to the above mentioned sitting. 

Rev. Thomas C. Abbott (Oct. 12) asking that Endowments in the Parish of Schull be 
included in the Scheme for the Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross. 

Robert Philpot (Oct. 12) enclosing an account of a Public Meeting held in Arklow with 
reference to the administration of the Carysfort Royal School Endowment. 

Letter (Oct. 10) read from Yen. Henry Jellett, Archdeacon of Cloyne, asking for list of 
the Schools in the Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross, whose managers have give;' their 
consent to the proposed Scheme. The Secretary was directed to send a list, and was also 
directed to send a similar list to Mr. John C. Pounden, Secretary, Dioccso of Fema. 

The Objections to tho Scheme lor the Ulster Royal Schools Endowments, lodged with 
the Clerk of the Privy Council, were considered with a view to preparing observations 
hereon. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Gerald Molloy, 

October 17, 1S89. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


October 17, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the OfEco, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FirzGiBBON, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letters (Oct 14) read from the Clerk of the Privy Council, Dublin Castle, enclosing 
the following Schemes, together with the objections lodged against same, for the 
observations of the Commissioners : — 

No. 27. Bertrand Female Orphan. School, Dublin. 

No. 45. Clonmel Grammar School. 

No. 57. Hewetson’s School, Clone, Co. Kildare. 

Letter read from Rev. D. Humphreys, C.C., Tipperary, addressed to Dr. Molloy, as to 
the Erasmus Smith’s Endowments. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The observations prepared by the Commissioners upon the Objections to the Scheme 
for the Ulster Royal Schools Endowments, lodged with the Clerk cf the Privy Council, 
were considered, and as amended were finally approved. The Secretary was directed to 
return the objections to the Clerk of the Privy Council together with printed copies of 
the observations. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald Molloy, 

October 22, 1889* 

W m. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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October 22, 1889. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Lord Justice FitzGibbost, Rev. Dr. Mollov, Dr. Trails 


Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letters read 

Very Rev. The Dean of Elphin (Oct. 18), as to the Scheme for Bishop Hodson’s Grammar 
School, Elphin. 

Very Rev. Thomas Head (Oct. 19), as to the Mungret Endowment, Limerick. 

Rev. George Deacon (Oct. 18), giving consent that Sohoolhouse in his Parish may be dealt 
with by Cork Diocese Scheme. 

The Under Secretary, Dublin Oiistlo (Oct. 1!)), informing the Commission of the death of 
the Rev. James A. Weir, Hoad Master of tlm Ruphoe Royal School. 

Rev. James Kennedy (Oct. 20), asking that the Trust Deed relating to the Larne Grammar 
School be returned to him. 

The Town Clerk of Limerick (Oct. 21), as to the premises of the Roxborough-road School, 
Limerick. 

Letter (Oct. I<S) read from Rev. D. Humphreys as to the Erasmus Smith’s 
Endowments. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

With reference to Diocesan Schemes and Schemes for Presbyteries, the Secretary was 
directed to write in terms as drafted to the Sub-Committee appointed by the Standing 
Committee of the General Synod to deal with Diocesan Schemes, and also to the 
Elementary Education Committee of tho General Assembly. 

The Secretary was directed to forward a circular letter, as drafted, to each of tho 
existing Governors of Morgan’s School, Castleknock, to each Member of tho existing 
Local Committee, and to tho Secretary of the Governors of Mercer’s School, Castleknock. 

It was ordered : — 

That the following Schemes should be advanced with a view to being signed by the 
Judicial Commissioners : — 

No. 46. Kilkenny College. 

No. 56. The Gilson Schools, .Oldcastlo. 

No. 60. The Cashel Corporation Endowments. 

No. 65. St. Stephen’s Hospital, Cork, founded by William Worth. 

No. 87. The Southwell Schools Endowment, Kin sale. 

No. 68. The Shiel Charity, Rochfort Bridge. 

No. 69. Bishop Hodson’s Grammar School, Elphin. 

No. 70. The Orphan Society of the Association of Irish Non-Subscribing Presbyterians 
and other Free Christians. 

No. 72. The Sabbath School Society for Ireland in connection with the Presbyterian 
Church. 

No. 7 4. The Southwell Charity and The Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

That the following Schemes be advanced with a view to first publication : — 

The Carysfort Royal'School Endowment. 

The Banagher Royal School Endowment. 

D’Israeli’s School, Rathvilly. 

Hlerton School (Parsons Persse’s Charity). 

Anahilt Endowed School. 

Anne Hall’s Charity. 

Tho Incorporated Society. 

The Crofton School, Clondrohid. 

Tho Ballyroan Endowment. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

November 1, 1889. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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October 25, 1889. 
PUBLIC SITTING. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Court House, Limerick. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 
Professor Dougherty. 


Mr. Charles Ryan, Shorthand Writer, was in attendance. 

The Mungret Agricultural School and Model Farm, and Leamy’s Free School. 

Sir Stephen De Vere, Bart., and J. G. BaiTy, Esq., Secretary, appeared on behalf of the 
Trustees of Mungret College. 

Very Rev. T. Head, S.J., Hector of Mungret College, and Rev. Wm. Ronan, s.j., appeared 
on behalf of the J esuit Order. 

Very Rev. Dean Bunbury and Lord Clarina appeared on behalf of the Governing Body of 
Leamy’s School. 

Rev. James F. Gregg, Principal of the Roxboro'-road School appeared in person. 

D. F. Browne, b.l., appeared on behalf of the Christian Brothers, Limerick. 

C. F. Doyle, b.l., appeared on behalf of the Most Rev. Dr. 0’Dwyer, Lord Bishop of Limerick, 
P. Shelton Connolly, Solicitor, appeared on behalf of the Corporation of Limerick. 

The following were also present : — 

Most Rev. Dr. O'Dwyor, Lord Bishop of Limerick. 

Lord Monteagle. 

Alexander Shaw, j.p. 

Rev. T. O’Keefte, 8.J., Sacred Heart College. 

Rev. T. Browne, s..T. 

Rev. Chancellor dubbins. 

Rev. David Wilson, d.d. 

Rev. W. Baxendale. 

Rev. James Dowd, M.A. 

James Quin, J.P. 

Jerome Gounihan, j.p. 

Jolm White, b.l. 

Captain Vandorkiste. 

James O’Shauglinessy, M.D. 


Lord Justice FitzGibbon made on opening statement. 

The following, having been sworn on a previous occasion, made statements, and were 
examined : — 

Very Rev. Dean Bunbrny. 

Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyor, Lord Bishop of Limerick. 

Rev. W. Baxendale. 

Rev. D. Wilson. 

William Mercer, Head Master, Leamy’s School. 

James O’Shaughnessy, m.d. 


The following made statements : — 

Sir Stephen De Vere. 

Lord Monteagle. 

Rev. T. Head, s.J. 

Rev. Chancellor Gubkins. 

Rev. James Dowd. 

D. F. Browne, B.L. 

Charles F. Doyle, b.l. 

Lord Clarina. 

Jerome Counihan, j.p. 

Rev. Thomas Browne, P.P., Loughmore. 
Anthony Foxe. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


N. D. Murphy. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


Anthony Traill, 

November 15, 1889. 


October 26, 1889. 

PUBLIC SITTING. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Court House, Limerick. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Mr. Charles Ryan, Shorthand Writer, was in attendance. 

The Mungret Agricultural School and Model Farm, and Leamy’s Free School. 
The same parties appeared as on previous day. 
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The following, who on a previous occasion had been sworn and examined, made state- 
ments : — 

Rev. T. O’Keeffe, s.j. 

Rev. W. Baxendale. 

Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer, Lord Bishop of limerick. 

Very Rev. Dean Bunbury. 

The following made statements : — 

Charles F. Doyle, B.L. 

James Quinn, J.P. 


Limerick Diocesan School. 

Rev. James F. Gregg and the Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer appeared in person. 

P. Shelton Connolly, Esq., appeared for the Corporation of Limerick. 

Charles F. Doyle, B.L., appeared for the Christian Brothers, Limerick. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon made an introductory 'statement. 

Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer and Charles F. Doyle, b.l., made statements. 

Rev. J. F. Gregg, who had been sworn and examined on a previous occasion, was 
further examined. 

James O’Shaughnessy, M.D., made a statement. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Anthony Traill, 

November 15, 1889. 


N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


November 1, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at flic Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 
Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the meeting of October 22 read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

The Clerk of the Privy Council, Dublin (Oct 22, Oct. 24, Oct. 26), sending copies of the 
following Schemes finally approved. Nos. 36, 39, 40, and 52. 

James Henry, Solicitor (Oct. 24), asking for copy of the objections lodged with the 
Privy Council against the Scheme framed for the Bertrand Female Orphan School, Dublin. 

Rev. D. Humphreys (Oct. 25), as to the Erasmus Smith’s Endowment. 

Right Hon. Lord Monteagle, of Brandon (Oct 27), enclosing the statement read by him at 
the sitting in Limerick on Oct. 25. 

Right Rev. The Lord Bishop of Cork (Oct 28), as to consent forms for the Parochial 
School Endowments of the Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross. 

Letter (Oct. 22), read from John C. Pounden, Sec., Diocese of Ferns, enclosing letter of 
Capt. R. D’Olier George as to the Donomore Parochial School. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to he sent. 

Letter (Oct. 26), read from Rev. George Tottenham, giving names for the proposed 
Governing Body to administer the Endowments of the Diocese of Clogher. 

The Secretary was directed to send the usual letter asking for a list of Endowments for 
which a Scheme may be prepared. 

Letters read: — 

Capt. R. D’Olier George (Oct. 28) enclosing original Lease relating to the Donomore 
Parochial School. 

Rev. F. H. Rihgwood, ll.d. (Oct. 29), as to the period of retirement of Head Masters- 
under the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments. 
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The Secretary, Board of Works, Dublin (Oct. 28), asking for what farther period after 
March 31, 1890, the Educational Endowments Commissioners will require the Office, 23 
Nassau-street, Dublin. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Secretary was directed to write in terms, as drafted, to the Secretary of the Charity 
Commission of England and Wales, and to the Secretary of the Educational Endowments 
(Scotland) Commission, asking for information as to the arrangements made for the 
inspection of schools sharing in Endowments dealt with by their respective Bodies. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Anthony Traill, 

November 15, 1889. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


November 8, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibuon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 


Letters read : — 

Edward C. Hamilton (November 2), acknowledges receipt of circular letter relating to . 
Morgan’s School, Dublin. 

The Olerk of the Privy Council, Dublin (November 2), sending copy of No. 38 Scheme 
finally approved. 

P. Enright (November 2), ns to the Roxborongb-road School, Limerick 

His Grace the Lord Primate (November 1), as to the Scheme for Morgan’s School, 
Dublin. 

The Secretary, Educational Endowments (Scotland) Commission (November 4), in answer 
to letter written as directed by the preceding minutes. 

Rev. F. H. Ringwood, ll.d. (November 5), as to the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School 
Endowments. 

Rev. George Webster, d.d.’ (November 6), as to the Scheme provisionally approved for the 
Parochial Schools of tho City of Cork. 

The Olerk of the Privy Council, Dublin Castle (November 6), remitting the Scheme for 
the Ulster Royal School Endowments, with a declaration by tho Lord Lieutenant in Council. 

Rev. Thomas Browne, p.p. (November 7), as to the Mimgret Endowment, Limerick. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council, Dublin Castle (November 7), sending copies of the following 
Schemes finally approved : — Nos. 35, 49, 50, and 58. 

Letters also read from : — 

Rev. Horace T. Townsend (November 2), as to the Kilcoe Parochial School, Diocese of 
Ross. 

Rov. Josias A. Chancellor, d.d. (November 5), as to inspection and audit of accounts of 
the Belfast Royal Academy. 

Rev. John Kinghau (November 1), as to theamended Scheme for the Presbyterian Sabbath 
School Society. - 

E. B. Balfour, d.l. (November 7), as to the Leigh Charity, Drogheda. 

John C. Poundeu (November 7), as to the Duncoraack School in the Diocese of Ferns. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Draft Annual Report for the year 18S8-89 was further considered. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Anthony Traill, 

November 15, 1889. 


Wro. Edward Ellis, Secrotary. 


/ 
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November 9, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present ‘.—Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish:, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read : — 

Ri>»lit Hon. Viscount Do Vosci (November 8), as to the death of the Master of the Bnlly- 
roan School, Queen’s County. , 

M. Beckett, b.a., Curt Hennig, m.a., and T. 0. Gambier, Assistant Masters in the Ulster 
Royal Schools (November 8), as to their vested interests. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter (November 1) read from the Clerk of the Privy Council as to the Inspection of 
Schools sharing in Endowments administered by Schemes framed by the Commissioners. 

Letter (November 7) read from the Secretary, Endowed Schools Department, Charity 
Commission, England, as to the Inspection of Schools sharing in Endowments adminis- 
tered by Schemes under that Commission. 

The question of the Inspection of Schools sharing iu Endowments administered under 
Schemes framed by the Commissioners, was discussed. 


Erasmus Smith’s Enclmvments. 


The principles of a draft Scheme were discussed, and the Secretary was directed to 
prepare a draft Scheme upon the following basis : — 

1. That it is an Endowment of private foundation, and therefore the Scheme must have 
regard to the founder's intentions. 

2. That in the opinion of the majority of the Commissioners, having regard to those 
intentions, the Governing Body should be exclusively Protestant, subject to a question to be 
further discussed as to the admission of various denominations of Protestants to the Governing 
Body. 

3. That the Scheme should recite the substance of documents in chronological order, and also 
the Statutes, beginning with the Deed of 1657. 

Letter (November 9) read from the Clerk of the Privy Council, Dublin Castle, fixing 
the hearing of Objections lodged against the Schemes framed for the Bertrand Female 
Orphan School, Dublin, Clonmel Grammar School, and Hewetson’s School, Clane, for 
Thursday, November 28, at 11 o’clock, A.M. 

The Secretary was directed to write to the Clerk of the Privy Council asking for permission 
to send copies of the printed objections connected with the above Schemes, and also the 
Commissioners observations thereon, to tho parities interested, as has been done in other cases, 
and also to say that if a general direction to the above effect could be given, the Commissioners 
will be glad to act upon it in all future cases without troubling him with fur*ther correspond- 
ence on the subject. 

It was ordered : — 

That stated meetings of the Commission should be held until further notice cn Wednesdays 
and Fridays at S o’clock, r.M., and on Saturdays at 12 o’clock ; on Wednesdays and Fridays 
routine business and correspondence in first instance to be taken up; and on Saturdays, 
special business to take precedence. 


The draft Annual Report for the year 1888-89, was further considered. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Anthony Traill, 

November 15, 1889. 


November 13, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 28, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. Brother John P. Lynch (Nov. 9), enclosing memorial from tenants and sub-tenants on 
the lands of Erasmus Smith, in the county of the town of Galway, putting forth their claim 
upon the endowments. 

Alfred T. Wallace, Town Clerk of Limerick (Nov. 9), enclosing resolution of the Limerick 
Town Council os to the Roxborough-road School and to the Leamy School, Limerick. 
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Yen. Henry Jellett, Archdeacon of Cloyne (Nov. 11), submitting an amendment from the 
ESJ- Diocesan Synod of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross to the Draft Scheme published for tho Parochial 
Schools of the Diocese of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross. 

The Clerk of tho Privy Council, Dublin Castle (Nov. 9), enclosing copies of Schemes Nos. 
37 and 51, finally approved. 

Rev. J. W. Chambers, ll.d. (Nov. 12), as to the Donomoro National School, in the Parish 
of Glassoavrig, Diocese of Ferns. 

Rev. Horace T. Townsend (Nov. 11), consenting to tho Kilcoe Parochial School being 
included in tho Scheme for tho Parochial Schools of tho Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross. 

The Deputy Keeper, Public Record Office of Ireland (Nov. 11), enclosing copy of Will of 
Peter Bertrand. 

The Secretary to the Treasury (Nov. 12), transmitting Receivable Orders for sums to be 
recovered from the Governing Bodies of the following Endowments for the publication of 
Draft Schemes Nos. 21, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 11, 49, 50, 51, 62, and 58. 

The Observations of the Commissioners npon the Objections lodged with the Clerk of 
tho Privy Council to tho Schemes for the Bertrand Female Orphan School, Dublin, the 
Clonmel Grammar School and Hewctson’s School, Clano, were considered, and, as amended, 
were finally approved. Tho Secretary was directed to return the original objections to 
the Clerk of the Privy Council, together with pi-in ted copies of the objections and the 
observations thereon to tho parties interested upon permission being received from the 
Privy Council. 

The Draft Report for the year ending September, 30, 1889, was adopted and signed. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Anthony Traill, 

November 15, 1889. 


November 15, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor 
Dougherty. 


Tho minutes of the meetings of July 23, and October 25 and 26, and of the three 
preceding meetings, were read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

Tho Clerk of tho Privy Council, Dublin Castle (November 13), giving permission of the 
Privy Conncil to send copies of printed objections to Schemes, and the observations of the 
Commissioners thereon, to the parties interested in all cases. 

Rev. Godfrey G. Greene, Head Master (November 13), as to apprentice fees in connection 
with the New Ross Endowed School. 

Rev. II. B. Wilson, d.d. (November 13), stating that the Elementary Education Com- 
mittee of the General Assembly approve of the Schemes published for the Presbyteries of 
Banbridgo, Ballybay, and Dublin. 

Letters read : — 

Charles W. Todd, Hon. Sec., Select Vestry of the Parish of Ballymacarrett (November 8), 
as to the Scheme for the Ledley School Endowments. 

William D’Esterre Parker (November 12), asking if Schoolhouse and residence in Mar- 
mu llane Palish has been included in the Cork Diocesan Scheme. 

Tho Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, Lord Bishop of Meath (November 14), returning the Draft 
Scheme for the Shed Charity with His Lordship’s amendments thereto. 

Rev. Thomas Smollen, p.p., v.g. (November 14), as to the objections against the Scheme for 
the Ulster Royal School Endowments, lodged with tho Privy Council, and the Commissioners' 
observations thereon. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be 3ent. 

The Amended Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments as prepared by the 
Judicial Commissioners was considered, and a circular letter to be sent to parties interested 
with copies of the Amended Scheme was approved. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald Molloy, 

November 20, 1889. 

/2 
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November 16, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau 'Hreet, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibgon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Professor DOUGHERTY. 

The Amended Scheme for the Ulster Ptoyal School Endowments as prepared by the 
Judicial Commissioners was further considered. 


The principles on which a Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment, 
should be prepared were submitted and considered. 


It was agreed : — 

That a Memorandum should bo prefixed to the Scheme for the Incorporated Society. 

The Secretary was directed to prepare a letter as drafted to the Registrar, Erasmus 
Smith’s Board, asking him for the loan of the first Minute Book of his Board. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald Molloy, 

November 20, 1889. 


November 20, 1880. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

The Under Secretary, Dublin Castle (Nov. 14), asking for an estimate of expenses of the 
Commission in 1890-91, and fora statement os to the probable duration, present progress, 
Sec., of the Commission for the information of Parliament. 

Yen. the Archdeacon of Ossory (Nov. 15) sending refund of costs of publication of the 
Draft Scheme for the Thoinastown Parochial School. 

R. St. J. Lonergan, Asst. Sec., Diocesan Council of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross (Nov. 19), as 
to obtaining information of the income of the several Parochial Schools. 

Letters also read : — 

Rev. Canon Gregg (Nov. 15), as to sending an account of his expenditure on the Limerick 
Diocesan School premises. 

H. E. Kincaid, Head Master (Nov. 18), as to the Scheme for the Rainey School, Magherafclt. 

Rev. Peter Fagan, p.p. (Nov. 18), as to the Scheme for the Sheil Charity, Rochfort Bridge. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Secretary was directed to write to the Registrar, Erasmus Smith’s Board, for the 
balance sheets of the Board since 1886, 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


J. B. Dougherty, 

November 22, 1889. 


November 22, 1889. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Offico, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 
Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 


Letters read : — 


Right Hon. Viscount De Vesci (Nov. 21), as to the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School 
Endowments. 

Very Rev. the Dean of Elphin (Nov. 21), as to the revised Scheme for Bishop Hodson’s 
Grammar School, Elphin. 

J. Vaughan (Nov. 21) as to the Ardkeenan Charity, Athlone. 

M. S. Cassan (Nov. 23), as to the Ballyroan Endowment. 


The heads of a Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment were considered. 
The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


John Naish, 

November 23, 1889. 
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• November!' 23, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present:— Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter (Nov. 21) read from William N. Wallace, jj>., enclosing observations on the 
Draft Scheme published for the Southwell Charity and Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Questions were discussed with reference to the following Schemes : — 

The Gwyn and Young Endowments, Londonderry. 

Pliibsborough Sunday and Daily Schools, Dublin. 

Guy’s Free School, Ballymena. 

Rainey School, Magherafelt. 

Meath Parochial Schools and the Preston School, Navan. 

The Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 6, 1889. 


November 27, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord J ustice FitzGibbon, Lord J ustice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill. 

Letters read : — 

Edmund P. Brenan, Registrar, Erasmus Smith’s Board (Nov. 25), stating his Board refuse 
to have the Kilpipe, Newtownbarry, and Templeshambo Schoolhouses vested in the new 
Diocesan Board for Ferns. 

Very Rev. the Dean of Elphin (Nov. 25), sending particulars of the expenditure of the 
Bishop Dodson Endowment. 

W. N. Wallace (Nov. 25), sends observations on the amended Scheme for the Southwell 
Charity and Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Letters also read : — 

Rev. Henry F. Macdonald (Nov. 23), asking where he can procure copies of the Scheme 
for the Robertson Endowments, County Donegal, os finally approved. 

Sir William Quartos Ewart, Bart. (Nov. 25), as to the Scheme for the Ledley School 
Endowments, Ballymacarrett. 

Edward C. Hamilton, Secretary, Morgan’s School, Dublin (Nov. 23), sending suggestions of 
the Morgan Trustees as to a Scheme for that Institution. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter (Nov. 23), read from the Most Rev. Dr. Logue, Lord Archbishop of Armagh, 
sending names to be substituted in the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments 
for those of Dr. Owen A. MacParland, and Mr. Richard Garland, as these gentlemen 
have ceased to reside in the Armagh District as defined by the Scheme. 

The Secretary was directed to inform His Grace that the alteration will be made, and also 
to send an intimation of same to Dr. MacParland and Mr. Garland. 

Questions were discussed with regard to the Schemes for the following Endowments : — 

Kilkenny College. 

Ballymena Collegiate SchooL 

The Southwell School Endowment, Kinsale. 

The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Meath, and the Preston School, Navan. 

The Secretary was directed to write to Mr. J. Vaughan, asking for further particulars 
of the Ardkeenan Charity, Athlone. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 6, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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November 29, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this clay at their Offices, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read : — 

Claud Chaloner (Nov. 28), giving consent that King’s Port School should be vested in tho 
new Governing Body for the Meath Diocesan Endowments. 

Mervyn Pratt (Nov. 28), giving consent that Cabra National School should be vested in the 
new Governing Body for tho Meath Diocesan Endowments. 

Rev. George Shaw, d.d. (Nov. 28), as to the revised Scheme for the Presbyterian Sabbath 
School Society. 

Rev. J. Blackwood Price (Nov. 28) as to the revised Scheme for the Southwell Charity and 
the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Questions relating to Inspection of Schools for which Schemes have been framed and 
finally approved were discussed. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 6, 1889. 


November 30, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at their Officos, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 
Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read : — 

William Johnston, ar.p. (Nov. 30), as to the revised Scheme for the Southwell Charity 
and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

B. R. Balfour, as to the Leigh Charity, Drogheda. 

Letter (Nov. 28) read from Rev. James F. Gregg, enclosing account of his expenditure 
on the Roxborough Road School, Limerick, and also enclosing a letter from Mr. Mitchell, 
Architect, as to the outlay at present necessary on the buildings. 

A reply, as drafted, directed to be sent, with Mr. Mitchell’s letter enclosed. 

Letters also read : — 

Rev. J. EL. Latham (Nov. 28), as to the Tate School, Wexford. 

Very Rev. The Dean of Elphin (Nov. 29), as to the revised Scheme for the Bishop Hodson’s 
Grammar School, and offering to provide an Endowment for prizes in the School. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to he sent. 

Questions were discussed with regard to tho Schemes for the following Endow- 
ments : — 

The Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross. 

Tho Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Meath. 

The Ballymena Collegiate School. 

The Cashel Corporation School Endowments. 

The Secretary was directed to write in terms os drafted to Messrs. MTldowie and Sons, 
Solicitors, and to the Incumbent of Ballymacarett, with reference to the Ledley School 
Endowments, Ballymacarett. 

The heads of the letter a a to Inspection of Schools were settled. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 6, 1889. 
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December 4, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present ; — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Dr. Traill. 


Letters read : — 

Dr. J. W. Olpherts (Nov. 30, Dec. 3), as to the Scheme for the Southwell Charity and. 
Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Sir William Quartus Ewart, Bai-t. (Nov. 30), as to the Scheme for the Ledley School 
Endowments. 

Rev. James B. Keene (Nov. 29), as to the Meath Diocesan Scheme. 

Rev. James Morell (Dec. 2), refusing to have School included in Ballybay Presbytery 
Scheme. 

The Right Rev. the Lord Bishop of Cork, 1 Approving of the Cork, Cloyne, and Ross 
Yon. The Archdeacon of Cloyne (Dec. 8), J Diocesan Scheme. 

Letters also read : — 

Henry Toliall (Nov. 20), asking that a correction as to his name be made in the amended 
Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

Rev. William Steele (Dec. 3), asking as to the retiring clause in the Schemo for the Ulster 
Royal School Endowments. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The letter as to Inspection of Schools was considered. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

John Naish, 

December 18, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


December 6, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present ; — Lord Justice FitzGjbbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the meetings of November 23, 27, 29, and 30 were read and confirmed 
Letters read : — 

Very Rev. William Warburton (Dec. 4), Dean of Elphin, as to tho funds available for the 
support of Bishop Hodson’s Grammar School, Elphin. 

The Right Rev. W. Pakenham Walsh, d.d., Lord Bishop of Ossory pec. 5), asking if the 
Commissioners were preparing a Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ossory. 
Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

F [In answer to an inquiry from the Rev. James B. Keene, m.a., the Secretary was directed 
to write to him stating that the Meath Diocesan Scheme will be so framed as not to 
expose the Kins ey bequest to any risk of forfeiture not already affecting it, but the 
Commission has no jurisdiction to affect any rights possessed by the legatee in 
remainder under the will of Joseph Kinsey. 

The letter as to Inspection of Schools was considered and approved, and the Secretary 
was directed to forward it to the Under Secretary, Dublin Castle. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


John Naish, 

December 18, 1839. 

'Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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December 7, 18 SO. 

Stated attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon. 

Letter (Dec. C) read from Thomas Lnffan, M.D., as to the revised Scheme for the Cashel 
Corporation School Endowments. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Directions were given with regard to the following Schemes : — 

No. 3. Morgan's School, Castleknock. 

No. 34. The Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

No. 43. Guy’s Free School, Ballymena. 

No. 44. The Ballymena Academy. 

No. 46. Kilkenny College. 

No. 55. The Meath Parochial Schools, &c. 

No. 56. The Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 

No. 59. The Cashel Corporation School Endowments. 

No. 60. The Cashel Deanery Schools. 

No. 63. The Ledley School Endowments, Ballymacarratt. 

No. 64. The Dublin Presbytery Endowments. 

No. 65. St. Stephen’s Hospital, Cork. 

No. 66. The Cork, Cloyne, and Ross Parochial Schools, &a 
No. 67. The Southwell School Endowment, Kinsale. 

No. 68. The Shiel Charity, Rochfort Bridge. 

No. 69. Bishop Hodson’a Grammar School, Elphin. 

No. 70. The Non-Subscribing Presbyterian Orphan Society. 

No. 71. Strabane Academy. 

No. 72. The Presbyterian Sabbath School Society. 

No. 73. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ferns. 

No. 74. The Southwell Charity and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

No. 75. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the Presby- 
tery of Ballybay. 

No. 76. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Limerick. 

No. 78. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the Presby- 
tery of Banbridge. 

No. 79. Joseph Brown’s Endowments, Co. Down. 

D’lsraeli’s School, Ratbvdly. 

Carysfort Royal School Endowment. 

John Naisb, 

December 18, 1889. 

Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


December 11, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FtizGiBBON, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letters read : — 

Messrs. Bell, Stewards, and May, Solicitors for Sir Hugh Adair, acknowledging receipt of 
the revised Scheme for the Ballymena Academy. 

W. P. Chapman, Registrar and Secretary, Incorporated Society (Dec. 6), giving particulars 
as to certain funds belonging to the Society. 

The Most Rev. Dr. Croke, Lord Ai’ch bishop of Cashel (Dec. 10), approving of tho revised 
Scheme for the Cashel Corporation School Endowments. 

Rev. J. B. Keene (Dec. 9), as to obtaining the consent of the Representative Church Body 
to vest the Schools in the Diocese of Meath in the new Diocesan Board of Education. 

Rev. J. Lindsay Darling, m.a. (Dec. 10), as -to the proposed Scheme for the Southwell 
School Endowment, Kinsale. 

Letters read : — 

James Dickson (Dec. 4), asking when the next Privy Council meeting will be held. 

The Most Noble the Marquess of Ormonde (Dec. 10), asking that the time for receiving 
observations on the revised Scheme for Kilkenny Collego may be extended till after the 17th 
instant. 

Rev. Frederick Dobbin as to the revised Scheme for the Cork Parochial Schools. 

Eeplies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 
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Letter (Dec. 9) read from Richard Garland as to the removal of his name from the 
Armagh Roman Catholic Local Board in the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School 
Endowments. 

A reply, as already sent, was approved. 

Questions discussed relating to the Schemes for the following Endowments 
No. 24. Gwyn and Young Endowments, Londonderry. 

No. 43. Guy’s Free School, Ballymena. 

Letters, as drafted, were directed to be sent to: — 

Colonel Fordo, d.l. ; William Johnston, ji.p. ; William N. Wallace, j.p. ; and Rev. T. 
Blackwood Price, m.a., with regard to the revised Scheme for the Southwell Charity and the 
Parochial Schools, Downpatrick, and in answer to their observations on tho same. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

John Naish, 

December 18, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


December 13, 1889. 

Meeting of tho Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGirbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 
Professor Dougherty. 


Letters read : — 

Rev. James Dowd (Dec. 11), stating that the Limerick Diocesan Council decline the 
Scheme framed for the Parochial Schools of that Diocese. 

William N. Wnllace (Dec. 12), as to the revised Scheme for the Southwell Charity and 
Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Letters also read : — 

Alexander Caruth (Dec. 11), returning tho Revised Scheme for the Ballymena Academy 
approved by the Subscribers, and asking for copies of Scheme when it is completed. 

Richard Garland (Dec. 12), as to the removal of his name from the Armagh Roman 
Catholic Board in the Scheme for tho Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to he sent 

Letter (Dec. 11) read from Thomas Wood, asking for a copy of any Letter from 
Dr. Laffiin as to the Revised Scheme for the Cashel Corporation School Endowments. 
Ordered : — That a copy of any letter from Dr. Laffan be sent, as requested. 

Questions were discussed with regard to the following Schemes : — 

No. 24. Gwyn and Young Endowments, Londonderry. 

No. 64. Presbytery of Dublin Endowments. 

No. 75. Presbytery of Bally bay Endowments. 

No. 78. Presbytery of Banbridge Endowments. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


John Naish, 

December 18, 1889. 
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December 14, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naisii, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 
Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read : — 

Thomas Laffun, u.n., and Andrew Mulcahy (December 12), as to the revised Scheme for 
the Cashel Corporation School Endowments. 

John C. Pounden (December 13), as to the revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the 
Diocese of Ferns. 

Rev, S. De C. Williams (December 13), giving consent that Rathconnell School be included 
in the Meath Diocesan Scheme. 

Letter (December 13) read from Rev. George Gore Mervyn, M.A., Incumbent of Bally- 
maearatt, asking that the completion of the Scheme for the Ledley School Endowments 
he postponed till after the New Year. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to bo sent. 

Telegram read from Rev. J. B. Keene, M. A., asking if consent of present Manager of 
School will suffice in order to include in the Meath Diocesan Scheme Schools vested in 
the Minister and Churchwardens. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to bo sent. 

Letter (December 13) read from the Right Rev. Dr. Graves, Lord Bishop o / Limerick, 
approving of the revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools ot his Diocese. 

The Secretary was directed to wiito in terms as drafted, to his Lordship, and to the Eer. 
James Dowd, Diocesan Secretary, in reference to the Scheme. 

Questions were discussed relating to the Scheme for the Cashel Corporation School 
Endowments, and the Secretary was directed to write to the Town Clerk of Cashel asking 
for the name of a representative of the Cashel Corporation to be named on the Governing 
Body of the above Endowments, in place of Dr. Laffan who has declined to act. 

The Scheme for the Gwyn and Young Endowments, Londonderry, was considered and 
amended. 


The Secretary was directed to write to the Rev. Thomas Jordan, d.d., Magherafelt, in 
terms as drafted, stating that the Commissioners hope to complete and sign the Scheme 
for that Institution within the next fortnight. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


John Naish, 

December 18, 1889. 


December 18, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of the meetings of December 4, and December 6, of the stated attendance of 
December 7, and of the three preceding meetings, read and confirmed. 

Letter (December 14), read from Rev. James Dowd, stating that the Commissioners 
letter of the 13th instant will be laid before the Limerick Diocesan Council 

Letters also read : — 

The Right Rev. W. Pakenham Walsh, d.d., Lord Bishop of Ossory (December 14), enclosing 
application of Diocesan Council to prepare a Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese 
of Ossory. 

Rev. James Meeke (December 13), enclosing Schedule of Endowments for a Scheme for the 
Presbytery of Ne wry. 

iEneas Kerr, Principal (Dec. 14), \ . . . , „ , „ „ _ , , , 

Rev. John Irwin, Secretary (Dec. 16), j As to the revised Scheme for the Strabane Academy. 
Rev. Frederick Dobbin (Dec. 16), as to the revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the 
Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne and Ross. 

The Right Rev. Dr. Graves, Lord Bishop of Limerick (Dec. 16), as to the Scheme for the 
Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Limerick. 

Edmund P. Brennan, Registrar, Erasmus Smith’s Eoard, as to a School in the Diocese of 
Meath vested in his Board. 

Dr. J. Wybrants Olpherts (Dec. 17), as to the revised Scheme for the Southwell Charity 
and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 
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Letter (December 14), read from E. II. Poe Hosford, Solicitor, on behalf of the repre- 
sentatives of the late James M. Weir, Head Master, Kilkenny College, as to the revised 
Scheme for that Institution. 


To be informed that a copy of his letter lias been forwarded to Mr. James Poe, Agent to 
Lord Ormonde, and to the Lord Bishop of Ossory for their observations. 

Questions with regard to the Diocesan Schemes were discussed. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 21, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


December 20, 1889. 


Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read : — 

The Under Secretary, Dublin Castle (Dec. 18), acknowledging receipt of Report of the 
Commissioners for the year 1S88-89. 

Messrs. Bell, Stewards, and May, Solicitors to Sir Hugh E. Adair, Bart. (Dec. 17), as to 
the revised Scheme for Ballymena Academy. 

Rev. J. K. Latham (Dec. 19), sends consent for "Wexford Parochial School, and also for an 
Endowment to be inserted in the Ferns Diocesan Scheme. 

Patrick Ryan, Solicitor (Dec. 19), 1 as to tlio revised Scheme for the Cashel 

Very Rev. Doan Kinanc, p.p., Cashel (Doc. 19), J Corporation School Endowments. 


Questions discussed with reference to the Scheme for the Gwyn and Young Endow- 
ments, Londonderry. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 21, 1889. 


December' 21, 1889. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naisii, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of tho preceding meeting and of the stated attendance of December 2U were 
read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

John Cooke, B.L. (Dec. 20), enclosing observations on the revised Scheme for the Gwyn and 
Young Endowments, Londonderry. 

Thomas EL Jermyn (Dec. 20), enclosing consent of the Trustees of St. Stephens Hospital, 
Cork, that the Endowments may be dealt with under the Act. 

The Secretary, Representative Church Body (Dec. 20), giving consent that the Paroohial 
Schools in the Dioceses of Meath, Ferns, and Cork, Cloyno and Ross, may be dealt with under 
the Act. 

Letters also read : — 

Rev. George P. Quick (Dec. 20), as to Endowments in his parish. 

Rev. Frederick Dobbin (Dec. 20), as to the Cork Diocesan Scheme. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent 

Questions discussed regarding the Schemes for Guy’s School, Ballymena, and for Gwyn 
and Young Endowments, Londonderry. 

A memorandum containing the amendments which tho Commissioners arc prepared to 
make in the Scheme for the Gwyn and Young Endowments was drawn up for submission 
to the existing Governing Bodies. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

John Naish, 

January 11, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 

9 ^ 
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EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


January 3, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present -.—Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justico Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Professor Douohebty. 


Letters read : — 


George Mocnie (Dee. 28), stating he will act as a Governor of the Thibshorough Sunday and 
Doily Schools, Dublin. . 

Thomas Lnffan, m.d. (Dec. 29), os to the Scheme for the Cashel Corporation School Endow- 

Rev. J. B. Keene (Dec. 27 and 30), as to the revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools of 


the Diocese of Meath. 

Rev. W. Moore Morgan, LL.D. (Jan. 
Diocese of Armagh. 


1), encloses Schedule of Parochial Schools of the 


Letters also read : — 

Right Hon. Viscount De Vesci (Dec. 29), as to the BaDyroan Endowed School. 

Rev. Joseph J. Quinn (Dec. 30), as to the Salters Endowment to the inhabitants of 
Magherafejt. 

Replies, as already sent by direction of Lord Justice FitzGibbon, approved. 


Letters also read : — 

Eev. Edward Irwin (Dec. 21), Head Master, Bishop Hodson’s Grammar School, Elpliin, as 
to his vested interests. • 

Rev. T. L. Hill ( Dec. 23), as to the Neiy borough National School, Diocese of Cork. 

M. S. Cassan (Dec. 20), as to the Ballyroan Endowed School. 

Rev. William J. Clarke (Dec. 26), as to the Scheme for the Villiers Charitable Institutions, 
Limerick. 

Very Rev. the Dean of Elphin (Dec. 27), as to the Scheme for Bishop Hodson’s Grammar 
School, Elphin. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to bo sent. 

Questions regarding the Scheme for the Gwyn and Young Endowments, Londonderry, 
were discussed. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


John Naish, 
January 11, 1890. 


January 10, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon. 

Letter (Jan. 9) read from Rev. H. K. Moore, Honorary Secretary, Sub-Committee of 
Standing Committee of the General Synod, with regard to Diocesan Schemes. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter (Jan. 4) read from the Secretaries, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests, enclosing statement of Rev. John Wilkinson, Ballysax, as to Dr. Tew’s Charity 
also letter (Jan. 6) read from Kev. Jolin Wilkinson with reference to same. 

Ordered: — That a Scheme be prepared for the above Charity, anl that the Rev. Mr_ 
Wilkinson be informed of same. 

John Naish, 

to t-j j o x January 11, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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January 11, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the two preceding meetings and of the Stated Attendance of January 10, 
were read and confirmed. 


Letters read : — 

M. S. Cassan (Jan. 6) as to the BoUyronn Endowed School. 

Rev. J. Canon Cotter (Jan. 9) as to the Schcmo signed for the Southwell Endowment, 
Kinsale. 


Questions with regard to the Scheme for the Gwyn and Young Endowments, London- 
derry, were discussed, and the Scheme was finally passed, to be printed and sent for 
signature to Judicial Commissioners on Tuesday noxt. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

January 14, 1890. 


January 14, 1S90. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present: — Lord Justico FitzGibbon, Lord Justice Naish, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter (Jon. 13) read from Messrs. F. and Iv. Reid, Solicitors, enclosing Statutory 
Declaration made by John Cooko and Joseph Cooke, Trustees of the Young Endowment, 
Londonderry, accounting for the funds of the Endowment up to January 3, 1890. 

Letter (Jan. 13) read from C. Sheldon, on behalf of the Congregational Union of 
Ireland, as to certain changes mode by direction of the Lord Lieutenant in Council in the 
Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letters read : — 

Robert Grerrg, Solicitor [Jan. 13] asking that a certain document relating to tho High 
School for Girls, Cork, be returned. 

Rev. David Wilson, d.d., asking that a book containing copies of Wills, etc., relating to 
Villiers Institutions, Limerick, be returned. 

Ordered : — That the above requests bo complied with. 

With reference to the Erasmus Smith Endowment, tho Commissioners directed the 
insertion upon the minutes of the following memorandum brought up by Lord Justice 
Naish : — 

On proceeding in October last to consider the case of Erasmus Smith’s Endowments, both 
the Judicial Commissioners were of opinion — subject to the result of any further discussion 
which might take place on the public hearing of objections to tho Draft Schemo when 
published — that the Endowments in question were of private origin ; that it was the intention 
of the founder that tho Schools and their govemmeut should be Protestant in their character, 
and that the Draft Scheme should be settled on this basis. The Rev. Dr. Molloy, one of the 
Assistant Commissioners, did not think that the Endowments should be treated by the 
Commission, as intended exclusively for the benefit of Protestants. 

The Judicial Commissioners also found that there was another vital question in connection 
with the Endowments, viz. • — whether tho Governing Body of the Endowments was to consist 
exclusively of members of the late Established Ohnrcli, and it appeared certain that this 
question would give rise to objections, which should be heard and determined by the Judicial 
Commissioners. 

Under these circumstances Lord Justice Naish, who found himself, from ill-health, unable 
to continne to act on the Commission, considered that he ought uot to proceed further with 
the settlement of tho Draft Scheme, as he would not bo able to take part in tho determination 
of any matter of objection, nor in the final settlement of the Scheme. Ho, therefore, felt that 
it would bo more proper to leave the entire matter to be disposed of, and the Schemo to be 
finally settled, by tho Commissioners, who would have charge of it all through. 

The consideration of the Scheme was, therefore, adjourned, and Lord J ustice Naish continued 
to act for such further short space of time only as enabled the Co mmi ssion to dispose of such, 
draft and final Schemes as had already been sutatantially settled. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



xliv EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 

With, reference to tlie Draft Scheme dealing with the Endowments of the Incorporated 
Society, it was ordered that provisions he inserted in the Scheme giving the Governing 
Body power, but without making it obligatory on them, to devote the Endowments, or 
such part of them as they may think fit, towards the promoting of Technical Education — 
the necessary amendments and clauses to be settled and then brought up for considera- 
tion, and that the Draft Scheme so amended be passed. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward ElliB, Secretary. J anuary 25, 1890. 


January 25, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter received by the Secretary from the Right Honorable Lord Justice Naish was 
Tead, and a reply, as drafted, directed to be sent. Directions were given to have the 
letter and the reply entered in the minutes as follows : — 

“ 65, Mountjoy Square, W., 

“Dublin, Jan. 21, 1890. 

“ Dear Mr. Ellis, 

“ Would you kindly inform the Commission that, having tendered my resignation of the 
office of Judicial Commissioner under the Educational Endowments (Ireland) Act, 1885, His 
Excellency has been pleased to accept it. 

“ As no doubt the Commissioners are already aware, T have taken this course in con- 
sequence of finding myself in delicate health, and being obliged to reside abroad for some time, 
and for no other reason. 

“Would you also convey to Lord Justice FitzGibbon and the Assistant Commissioners my 
sincere thanks for tlie unvarying kindness I have experienced at tlieir hands, and which 
rendered the discharge of duties, which would otherwise have been attended with much trouble, 
so very pleasant. 

“I have also to thank you and Mr. Murphy for your attention and courtesy, and for the 
assistance so constantly rendered. 

“Very truly yours, 

“ (Signed), John Naish." 


“ Educational Endowments (Ireland) Commission, 

“ 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, 

“January 25, 1890. 

“My Lord Justice, 

“I have laid your letter of the 21st before the Commissioners at tlieir meeting to-day, and 
I am directed by them to convey to you tlieir deep regret that they are no longer to have 
the advantage of your services as their colleague. 

“ They earnestly hope that yonr health may be speedily restored. 

“ In place of receiving vonr thanks, which yonr kindness has dictated, they feel that they 
owe you an expression of their sense at once of tho value of your assistance in the public 
interest, and of the constant and thoughtful consideration by which you have made their 
duties easy and agreeable, and have contributed to overcome the difficulties which attended 
the work of the Commission. 

“ Permit Mr. Murphy and myself to join cordially in the hope expressed by tlie Commissioners 
of your speedy restoration to health, and to add our best thanks for your kind personal 
remarks with regard to us. 


“ I am, my Lord Justice, your obedient servant, 


“The Right Hon. Lord Justice Naish, 

“ 65, Mountjoy Square, Dublin.” 


^(Signed), Wa. Edward Ellis, 

“ Secretary. 


A letter was received before the meeting from Professor Dougherty, saying that he 
was unable to be present, but saying that he would cordially join in any expression of 
regret and of good wishes which may be offered to Lord Justice Naish. 
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Letters read : — 

John Joseph Preston (Jan. 14), as to the Ballyroan Endowed School. 

Horace Turpin (Jan. 17), as to the Ballyroan Endowed School. 

Rev. George Tottenham (Jan. 20 and 23), enclosing Schedule for the Clogher Diocesan. 
Scheme. 

Rev. JT. Ivingsmill Moore, W.A. (Jan. 24), sending Book containing particulars of Educa- 
tional Endowments in the Diocese of Dublin, Kildare, and Glendalougk. 

The Under Secretary, Dublin Castle (Jan. 23), as to the presentation of the Annual Report 
of tho Commissioners to the Lord Lieutenant. 

Rev. J. B. Jvecuo, m.a. (Jan. 21), as to the insertion of Ferbaue School and its Endowment 
in the Meath Diocesan Scheme. 

Thomas Laffan, as to the Scheme for the Cash el Corporation School Endowments. 

Letters also read : — 

Joseph John Murphy (Jan. 15), enclosing resolution of the Diocesan Council of Down and 
Connor and Droinore, as to the preparation of a Scheme for those Dioceses. 

Bov. H. Kingsuxill Moore, m.a. (Jan. 18), enclosing resolution of Education Sub-Committee 
of the Standing Committee of the General Synod, as to the Ferns Diocesan Schema 

C. Sheldon (Jan. 22), on behalf of the Congregational Union of Ireland, as to the Amended 
Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Anthony Traill, 

January 29, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


January 29, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 


Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 


Letters read : — 


Rev. Godfrey G. Greene (Jan. 27), as to a Scheme for the Endowed Schools, New Ross. 
The Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, Lord Bishop of Meath (Jan. 26), addressed to Dr. Molloy, with, 
respect to Arthur Smith's Endowment, Co. Westmeath. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to he sent. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

J. B. Dougherty, 


Wm, Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


February 7, 1890. 


February 1, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letters read : — 

John Davis White (Jan. 31) as to the Scheme for the Cashel Deanery Schools. 

Rev. John Kinghan (Jan. 28), as to the Scheme for the Presbyterian Sabbath School 
Society. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to he sent. 

The Secretary was directed to prepare for the Commission a tabulated statement of the 
pending business : — 

1. Schemes published, hut pending. 

2. Schemes ordered for preparation. 

3. Endowments as to which Schemes have been completed, and in which the next step is 
the preparation of a Scheme. 

4. Endowments as to which further enquiries are necessary. 

The Heads of a Scheme for the Arthur Smith Endowment were agreed to, and the 
Secretary was directed to write to the Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, Bishop of Meath, in terms. 
as_drafted with regard to same. 
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The Draft Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment was considered. 

It was ordered : — 

That the arrangements already made as to stated meetings of the Commission should 
continue until further order, viz. : — Stated attendance on Wednesdays at 3.30 o’clock, p.n». ; 
meetings on Fridays at 4 o'clock, p.m., and on Saturdays at 12 o’clock. 

J. B. Dougiierty, 

February 7, 1890. 

Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


February 5, 1S90. 

Stated attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present:— Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. John Kinghan as to the Scheme for the Presbyterian Sabbatli School Society. 

Rev. Thomas Murphy, r.p. (Feb. 4), as to Anne Hall’s Endowment and Lattone School, 
County Fermanagh. 

Thomas J. Smyth, Secretary, Cavan Soloct Vestry (Feb. 1), ns to the Scheme for the 
Ulster Royal School Endowments. 


Letter (Feb. 1), read from Messrs. Crawford and Lockhart, Solicitors, Belfast, asking 
the Commissioners to prepare a Scheme for the Endowments under the Will of the late 
Hugh Henry Boyd. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The tabulated statement of the w-ork of the Commission already done and remaining 
to be done was submitted, as drawn up by the Secretary, and approved. 


Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


3. B. Dougherty, 

February 7, 1890. 


February 7, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present:— Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 


Minutes of the preceding meeting, and of the stated attendances of February 1 and 
February 5, read and confirmed. 

The Secretary was directed to write to the agent of the Marquess of Downshirc for 
particulars of the site of the Auahilt Endowed School. 


The Commissioner adjourned. 


Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Anthony Traill, 

February 8, 1890. 


February 8, 1S90. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed* 

Letter (Feb. 5), read from Rev. James Dowd, Secretary, Limerick Diocesan Council, 
enclosing Forms of Consent for certain endowments in that Diocese. 

With regard to Anne Hall’s Endowment for the Lattone or Slieveahun National 
School, County Fermanagh, the Secretary was directed to write in terms, as drafted, to 
Caledon Dolling, Esq., 11, Mountjoy -square, Dublin, agent over the property on which 
the School is situated, asking him to give any particulars of the case within his- 
knowledge. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

February 14, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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February 12, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Dr. Traill. 

Letter (Feb. 10) read from R. C. MacCulloch, Collegiate School, Monaghan, as to 
the number of pupils who passed the Intermediate Examinations of 1889 from that 
School, 

The Draft Scheme for the Bally sax Parochial School and for the Mount Alexander 
School and Admiral Leslie’s Free School, Donaghodcc, were considered. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

February 14, 1890. 

Wm, Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


February 14*, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of preceding meeting, and of the stated attendance of February 12, read and 
confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

The Under-Secretary, Dublin Castle (Feb. 7), enclosing Warrant of His Excellency the 
Lord Lieutenant appointing the Hon. Mr. Justice O’Brien, a Judicial Commissioner under 
the Educational Endowments (Ireland) Act, in the place of the Right Hon. Lord Justice 
Naish, resigned. 

Rev. W. Moore Morgan, ll.d. (Feb. 13), sending the name of the Rev. Augustine 
FitzGerald, d.d., Incumbent of Portadown, to bo substituted for that of the Rev. Benjamin 
Wade, deceased, on the proposed Governing Body for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of 
Armagh. 

Letter (Feb. 9) read from Thomas Laffan, M.D., as to the Scheme for the Cashel 
Corporation School Endowments. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

February 15, 1890. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


February 15, 1890. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 


Letters read : — 

The Clerk of the Privy Council [Feb. 14] enclosing the objections lodged against the 
Amended Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments, and asking for observations of 
the Commissioners thereon. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (Feb. 14) enclosing the objections lodged against the 
Scheme for the Gilson Schools, Oldcastle, and asking for observations of the Commissioners 
thereon. 

Letter (Feb. 14) read from Caledon Dolling, Esq., as to the Anne Hall Endowment for 
Lattone or Slieveahun School, County Fermanagh. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O'Brien, 

February 21, 1890. 

h 
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February ID, 1890. 

Staged Attendance of the Commisuonev3 held this day at tlie Offico, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, ilev. Dr. Molloy. 


Letters read : — 

Major Henry S. M'Clintock (Feb. 17), sending particulars of the site of tho Anahilt 
Endowed School. 

Messrs. T. T. Mecredy & Son, Solicitors (Feb. 18), as to tho Scheme f. r Morgan’s School, 
Castleknock. 

Letter (Feb. 18) read from Rev. S. Gardiner, as to the Camus and (Jastleroo Schools, 
and asking for an “ Extract ’’ from tho Will of Josoph Bennett, lodged by him with the 
Commission, relating to the Schools. 

Ordered 

That the “ Extract ” be furnished, as requested. 


Letters also read : — 

John Mulholland, Esq., d.l., as to the Scheme for tho Southwell Charity, and the Parochial 
Schools, Downpatrick. 

Herbert Taylor, Her Majesty’s Stationery Office (Feb. 17), with regard to copies of former 
Reports of the Commission asked for in demand, dated 14th instant. 


Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Commissioners communicated to Mr. Justice O’Brien, the newly appointed Judicial 
Commissioner, general information as to the state of the business of tho Commission. 

William O’Brien, 

February 21, 1890. 

Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


February 21, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Strcot, Dublin. 

Present ; — Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of preceding meeting, and of the stated attendance of February 19, read and 
confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. James Dowd, Secretary, Diocesan Council of Limerick (Feb. 20), enclosing some 
consents for Schools in that Diocese. 

The Secretary, Public Record Office, England (Feb. 20), stating that Wills will be 
obtained from Somerset House, London, and not from that Department,. 

Rev. J. M. Hamilton, Clerk of tho Dublin Presbytery (Fob. 21), asking if an addition can 
be made to the Scheme for the Dublin Presbytery, now before the Privy Council. 

Points in connection with the Donaglindee Free Schools were considered. 

Tho Heads of a new Draft Scheme for Morgan’s School, Castleknock, were discussed. 
The Commissioners adjourned. 

William O’Brien, 

February 28, 1890. 

Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


February 22, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 
Professor Dougherty. 

The Draft Scheme for the Anahilt Endowed School was considered. 

Questions with regard to the Draft Scheme for the Donaghadee Freo Schools were 
discussed. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 
Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

February 28, 1890. 
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Febn/Ary 26, 1800. 

Stated Attendance of tlie Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FrrzGrBBON, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. William Irwin, Clerk of Coleraine Presbytery (Feb. 24) as to sending Schedule of 
Endowments in that Presbytery. 

Caledon Dolling (Fob. £4) as to Anne Hall’s Endowment for Lattono School, Co. 
Fermanagh. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (Feb. 25) enclosing the Objections lodged against the 
Scheme for tho Southwell Charity, and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick, and asking for 
observations of the Commissioners thereon. 


Letter (Feb. 24) read from the Most Rev. Dr. Donnelly, Lord Bishop of Clogher, as to 
present stage of the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

William O’Brien, 

February 28, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


February 2S, 1890. 

Meeting of tho Commission held this day at tlie Office, 23, Nassan Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of two preceding meetings, and of the stated attendance of February 26, read 
and continued. 

Letter (Fob. 27) read from Measra. Laurence Graham and Long, Solicitors, London, 
enclosing copy of the Will of Laurence Gilson. 

Letter (Feb. 27) read from Rev. Peter Fagan, p.p., Rochfortbridge, as to the present 
stage of the Scheme for tho Sheil Charity, Rochfortbridge. 

Reply, as ordered, to be sent 

The Draft Scheme for the Donaghadec Free Schools, was considered and passed- 
The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

March 1, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


March 1, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGlbbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor 
Dougherty. 

Minutes of the preceding meeting were read and confirmed. 

Letter (Feb. 27) read from Daniel Delacheroia, D.L., sending particulars as to Admiral 
Leslie’s Free School, Donaghadee. 

Letter (Feb. 28) read from the Secretaries, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests, as to the Chetwode and Stearoe Charity for the purpose of apprenticing Pro- 
testant Boys in the County of Meath. 

Reply, ns drafted, ordered to be sent, aud tho Secretary was directed to forward a copy of 
tlie h-ttnv from the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests to the Secretary of 
tlie Meath Diocesan Council, stating that it would appear possible that the administration of 
the Endowment in question may be entrusted to the proposed Diocesan Body, and asking 
him to bring same before his Diocesan Council, and to furnish the Commissioners with 
observations on tlie subject. 

Letter read from the Honorary Secretaries, Irish Industrial League, asking for 
copy of any evidence taken with regard to Anne Hall’s Endowments for Agricultural 
Education. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

h 2 
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The Secretary was directed to write in terms, as drafted, to Messrs. Laurence, Graham 
and Long, Solicitors, stating that the Commissioners would he obliged if they would 
Btate from the documents in the suit for the administration of Laurence Gilson's affairs, 
or from any other information in their possession, to what religious denomination ho 
belonged 

Instructions were given with regard to the preparation of the Draft Scheme for 
Morgan’s School, Castleknock. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald Molloy, 

March 14, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


March 5, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present :• — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letter (March 2) read from Rev. J. Rennison, as to the Kinsey Fund being included in 
the Scheme for the Endowments for the Diocese of Meath. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Privy Council to the Amended 
Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments wero considered. 

Gerald Molloy, 

March 14, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


March 6, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 

Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read : — 

The Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, Lord Bishop of Meath (March 4), as to the Arthur Smith 
Endowment. 

Messrs. Laurence Graham and Long, Solicitors (March 4), as to the Scheme for Gilson 
Schools, Oldcastle. 

The Secretaries, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests (March 4), as to the 
Chetwode and Stearns Charity. 

Rev. Geo. Tottenham (March 8), sending Schedule for a Scheme to be prepared for the 
Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Cloglier. 

The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Privy Council against the following 
Schemes were considered : — 

No. 34. Ulster Royal School Endowments (Amended Scheme). 

No. B6. The Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 

No. 74. The Southwell Charity and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

No. 79. Joseph Brown’s Endowments, Co. Down. 

It was ordered : — 

That the above Objections and Observations be printed, to be finally passed by the Com- 
mission as soon as possible, and signed for press. 

The following Schemes were ordered for publication on Monday, April 14, each to be 
prepared for publication as soon as possible : — 

No. 3. Morgan’s School, Castleknock. 

No. 80. Anahilt Endowed School. 

No. 81. D’lsraeli’s School, Rathvilly. 

No. 82. Donaghadec Free Schools. 

No. 83. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of Presbytery 
of Ballymena. 

No. 84. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of Presbytery 
of Newry. 

No. 85. The Carysfort Royal School Endowment-. 

No. 86. Arthur Smith’s Endowment. 

No. 87. Ballysax Parochial School. 

No. 88. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Armagh. 

• The Secretary was directed to write in terms, as drafted, to Sir Patrick Maxwell, 
Solicitor to the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests, asking if it 
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would be convenient for him to attend a Sitting in Dublin on Thursday, April 10, 1890, 
with reference to — 

The Charlton Bequest, Co. Meath. 

Roger Palmer’s Bequest, Lusk, Co. Dublin. 

Ohetwoae and Stearne’s Charity, Co. Meath. 

The Secretary was also directed to write to W. G. Brooke, Esq., M.A., Chief Clerk to the 
Lord Chancellor, and to William Bond, Agent over the Estate, asking if it would be con- 
venient for them to attend on the above date with reference to the Charlton Bequest. 

The Secretary was also directed to write to the following persons :• — 

The Most Bev. Dr. Reichel, Lord Bishop of Meath, 

The Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, Lord Bishop of Meath, 

The Most Rev. Dr. Woodlock, Lord Bishop of Ardagh, 

The Right Rev. Dr. Shone, Lord Bishop of Kilmore, 

The Secretary, Meath Diocesan Council, 

The Secretary, Ardagh Diocesan Council, 

asking if it would be convenient for them to attend a sitting in Navan with reference to 
the Charlton Bequest on Friday, April 11, 1890, and whether any other inquiry at any 
other time or place would be desirable, and as to the names and addresses of those who 
would be best able to inform the Commissioners as to the working of the Charity. 

A letter was also directed to be written to the Dean of Clonmacnoise, asking if it would 
be convenient for him to attend the Sitting in Navan on April 11, 1890, with reference 
to the Chetwode and Stearne Charity. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edwnrd Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald Mollot, 

March 14, 1890. 


March 7, 1890. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 


Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 

Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read : — 

Messrs. William Mooney and Son, Solicitors (March 5) as to Arthur Smith’s Endowment. 
Messrs. Hare and Co., Solicitors (March 6), as to the Scheme for the Gilson Schools, 
Oldcastle. 

The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Privy Council against the following 
Schemes were considered and amended : — 


No. 31. Ulster Royal School Endowments (Amended Scheme). 

No. 56. Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 

No. 74. Southwell Charity and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 
No. 79. Brown’s Endowments, Co. Down. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald Molloy, 

March 14, 1890. 


March 12, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Dr. Traill. 

Letters read : — 

Right Rev. Dr. Gregg, Lord Bishop of Cork (March 10), as to the Scheme for Rochelle 
Seminary, Cork. 


Rev. C. Ormsby Wiley (March 11), as to the preparation of a Scheme for the Parochial 
Schools of the Diocese of Kill ala and Achonry. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 


Letter (March 9) read from W. G. Brooke stating he caunot attend the Sitting fix id for 
April 10 with reference to the Charlton Bequest, Co. Meath. 

The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Privy Council against the Scheme 
for the Southwell Charity and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick, were amended aud 
ordered for press. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald Molloy, 

March 14, 189). 
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March 14, 1S90. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Rev. Dr. MOLLOY, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of the three preceding meetings anil of the Stated Attendances of March 5 and 
March 12 were read and confirmed. 

Letter (Mar. 11) read from Rev. Andrew Patton as to a Scheme for the Presbytery of 
Ballymena, and stating that the Rev. John Gibson should be communicated with on the 
subject. 

The Draft Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment was considered, and 
certain points were reserved for the consideration of the Commissioners when the Judicial 
Commissioners return. 

It was ordered : — 

That a copy of those points should lie made and sent to each of the Commissioners, 
with the Scheme, three clear days before the meeting at which they are to bo considered. 
The Commissioners adjourned. 

William OBrien, 

April 9, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


March 17, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dnblin. 

Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letters read : — 

Messrs. Hare & Co., Solicitors (Mar. 2), os to the Scheme for the Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 
The Secretaries, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests (Mar. 4), as to the 
proposed Sitting in Dublin on April 10, 1300, with reference to the Charlton Bequest, ltogor 
Palmer’s Charity, anil the Ohetwode and Stearne Charity. 

Letter (Mar. 13) read from C. J. Bafctersby, Secretary of Ardagh Diocesan Council, as 
to the proposed Sitting at Navau on April 1 1, 1891), with reference to the Charlton 
Bequest, aud suggesting a Sitting at Longford 
Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Draft Scheme for the Arthur Smith Endowment was considered. 

The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Clerk of tho Privy Council against 
the Amended Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments and the Scheme for the 
Gilson Schools, Oldcastle, were brought up and approved. 

Dr. Traill stated that he wished to make separate Observations on these two Schemes. 
It was agreed : — 

That Dr. Traill’s Observations should be printed and forwaitlod to the Privy Council 
with the other Observations ; and that copies of the Observations be sent to the Com- 
missioners beforehand. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

April 9, 1890. 


March 19, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letter (March IS), read from Rev. James Meeke, as to the Scheme for the Presbytery 
of Newry. 

Letter (March 19), read from the Clerk of the Privy Council, enclosing the Objections 
lodged with the Privy Council against the Schemes for the following Endowments, and 
asking for the observations of the Commissioners thereon : — 

No. 24. Qwyn’s Charitable Institution, and Joseph Young’s Charity, Londonderry. 

No. 29. Thu Phibsborough Sunday and Daily Schools, Dublin. 

No. 4G. Kilkenny College. 

No. 48. Rainey School, Magherafolt. 

No. 53. Tho Parochial Schools of tiie Diocese of Meath ; the Preston School, Navan, and 
other Endowments in the Diocese of Meath. 
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No. 59. The Cashel Corporation. School Endowments. 

No. 60. The Cashel Deanery Schools. 

No. 66. The Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne, and Ross, Bishop Crowe’s 
School, Cloyne ; and other Endowments in the Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne, and 

R03S. 

No. 73. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese. 


Letter [March 18J road from the Secretary of the Treasury as to refunds for the cost of 
publishing and circulating Draft Schemes from Governing Bodies of Endowments for 
which such Schemes have been framed by the Commissioners. 

Reply, as drafted,, ordered to be sent. 


The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Clerk of the Privy Council against 
the Scheme for the Gilson Schools, Oldcastle, were finally approved and ordered for 
press. 


The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Clerk of the Privy Council against 
the Amended Scheme for tho Ulster Royal School Endowments were finally approved, 
subject to Professor Dougherty’s observations. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

April 9, 1890. 


March 21, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners hold this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letters read : — 

The Most Rev. Dr. Reichel, Lord Bishop of Meath (March 20), as to the proposed Sitting 
at Navan, with reference to the Charlton Bequest. 

The Right Rev. W. Pakenham Walsh, d.d., Lord Bishop of Ossory (March 19), as to 
DTsraeli’s School, Rathvilly. 

Letters also read : — 

Most Rev. Dr. Woodlock, Lord Bishop of Ardagh (Mar. 20), as to the proposed Sitting at 
Navan, on April 11, 1890, with reference to the Charlton Bequest, and suggesting a Sitting 
at Longford. 

Thomas Rough, Secretary, Diocesan Council of Ossory (March 20), enclosing a Schedule 
for the proposed Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ossory. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Clerk of the Privy Council against 
the Amended Scheme for the Ulster Royal Schools Endowments were amended and 
approved, subject to a final proof being submitted. 

The Secretary was directed to return to the Clerk of the Privy Council the original 
Objections lodged with the Privy Council against the Schemes for the following 
Endowments : — 

No. 34. — The Ulster Royal School Endowments, &c. [Amended Scheme] ; 

No. 56. — The Gilson Schools, Oldcastle ; 

Ro. 74. — The Southwell Charity and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick ; 

No. 79. — Joseph Brown’s Endowments, County Down ; 

together with printed copies of the Observations of the Commissioners, and also to 
send printed copies of the Objections and Observations in each case to the parties 
interested. 

William O’Brien, 

April 9, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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March 24, 1890- 

On this day Dr. Molloy attended at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, and transacted the 
following business : — 

Letter (Mar. 22) read from the Very Rev. Thomas Head, S.J., as to the Mungret Endow- 
ment, Limerick. 

To be informed that his Iotter will receive the careful consideration of the Commissioners. 

Letter (Mar. 22) read from Rev. H. B. Carter, D.D., as to the Royal School Exhibitions. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Instructions were given to have an advertisement of the Pubiic Sittings to he held on 
April 10 in Dublin, and on April 11 at Navan, inserted in the Dublin newspapers. 

It was ordered : — 

That all the Objections to Schemes, received from the Clerk of the Privy Council, be sent to 
the printer. 

That the Observations on the Objections to tlio Scheme for tho Cashel Corporation School 
Endowments, as drafted, be sent to the printer. 

That when the above Objections have been printed, proofs to bo sent to each of tho other 
Assistant Commissioners having charge of the Schemes, respectively, with a letter stilting that 
Dr. Molloy has drafted answers to the objections lodged against the Scheme for the Cashel 
Corporation School Endowments of which he had charge, and that perhaps Professor Doughorty 
and Dr. Traill would like to draft the answer's in tho cases sent to them respectively. 

Dr. Molloy undertook to draft the observations on the objections lodged against the 
Scheme for the Rainey School, Magherafolt. 

The Secretary was directed to apply to Messrs. T. T. Mecredy «fc Son for a formal 
description of the money and lands comprised in the Morgan School Endowment. 

William O’Brien, 

April 9, 1890. 

ffm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


March 2 G, 3S90. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letter (Mar. 24) read from the Most Rev. Dr. Nidty, Lord Bishop of Meath, as to the 
inquiry at Navan in reference to the Charlton Bequest, and also stilting that the Hevey 
Trustees have undertaken the management of Arthur Smith’s property. 

Eeply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Draft Scheme for the Arthur Smith’s Endowment was considered, aud the Secretary 
was directed to draft a new clause for the Governing Body, in which, according to Dr. 
Nulty’s suggestion above, the Hevey Trustees should be incorporated. 

The Draft Scheme for Morgan’s School, Castleknoclc, was considered, and ordered to be 
sent to the printer ; copies to be sent to the Commissioners before their next meeting. 

William O’Brien, 

April 9, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


March 28, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letters read ; — 

Rev. Joseph J. Quinn (Mar. 26) as to the Roman Catholic portion of the Salters Endow- 
ment mentioned in the Scheme for the Rainey School, Magherafelt. 

Joseph J. Murphy, Secretary, Diocesan Council of Down, Connor, and Dromore (Mar. 27), 
as to the Schedules for the Scheme to be prepared for the Parochial Schools of those Dioceses. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The new clause for the Governing Body of the Arthur Smith Endowment, as drafted 
by the Secretary, was approved, and the Secretary was directed to write for a copy of 
the Will of James Hevey, dated December 17, 1833. 

William O’Brien, 

April 9, 1890. 

"Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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March 31, 1890. 


On this day Dr. Molloy attended at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, and transacted 
the following business : — 

The Secretary was directed to insert on the minutes the following statement regarding 
a communication received from the Castle on March 29, 1890. 

On that day a telegram having been forwarded from the Castle to this Office, which 
had been received from the Irish Office, London, asking for a report upon a question 
with regard to the Scheme for the Erasmus Smith Endowment, proposed to he asked by 
Mr. John O’Connor, M.P., on Monday, March 31, Dr. Molloy drafted a report incorporating 
the minute of January 14, 1890, with reference to this "Endowment, and directed that 
same should be forwarded to the Irish Office, and that an intimation be, at the same time, 
sent to the Castle. 

It was ordered : — 

That the Draft Scheme for the Arthur Smith Endowment be sent to the printer, with a 
view to the clause dealing with the new Governing Body being incorporated. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Score tar}'. 


William O’Brien, 

April 9, 1890. 


April 2, 1 890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letters read from : — 

Messrs. William Mooney and Son, Solicitors (April 1), as to the Scheme for the Arthur 
Smith Endowment. 

Joseph J. Murphy (April 1), as to the Schedules to the proposed Scheme for the Parochial 
Schools of the Dioceses of Down, Connor, and Dromore. 

Letter (Mar. 31) read from Messrs. Lawrence, Graham and Long, Solicitors, as to the 
Schemo for the Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 

Reply ordered to be sent, thanking them for their letter, and enclosing a copy of the Obser- 
vations on the Objections to the above Scheme. 

The names of the proposed Governing Body for tho Parochial Endowments of the 
Diocese of Derry, and a Schedule of such Endowments, were submitted as handed in by 
the Rev. H. lvingsmill Moore on April 1 , on behalf of the Rev. Canon Babington. 

Tho Secretary wa3 directed to get the information in the same form as in the other- Diocesan 
Schemes. 

Letter (Mar. 31) rend from Edward C. Hamilton, Secretary to the Morgan Trustees, 
giving particulars as td the Morgan School Endowments. 

The Secretary was directed to ask Mr. Hamilton for a further description of the lands 
constituting the Endowments. 

William O’Brien, 

April 9, 1S90. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


April 9, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 
Professor Dougherty. 


Minutes of the two preceding meetings and of the stated attendances of March 19, 
March 21, March 26, March 28, and April 2, and of Dr. Molloy’s attendances of March 24 
and 31, read and confirmed. 


The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Privy Council against the following 
Schemes: — No. 18, Rainey School, Magnerafelt, and No. 59, The Cashel Corporation 
School Endowments, were considered. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

April 12, 1890. 

i 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



lvi 


EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


Apinl 10,1890. 

PUBLIC SITTING. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present .—Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. J usticc O’BitrEN, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Mr. F. H. Wayland, Shorthand Writer, was in attendance. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon made an introductory statement. 

The Charlton Bequest for Marriage Portions. 

Mr. J. M. Maxwell, Solicitor to the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests, 
appeared on their behalf. 

Rev. James B. Keene, M.A., attended on behalf of tho Diocesan Council of Meath. 
"William Gemon, M.A., Secretary, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests, 
made a statement. 

The following witnesses wore sworn and examined ; — 

J. M. Maxwell, Solicitor. 

William Bond, Receiver over Estate. 

James W. Bond, D.L., made a statement 

Roger Palmer’s Charity, Rush, County Dublin. 

Mr. J. J. Clancy (instructed by C. Friery, Solicitor), appeared for tho householders 
of Rush. 

William Gemon, M.A., Secretary, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests, 
made a statement 

J. J. Clancy Esq., M.P., made a statement. 

The following witnesses were sworn aud examined : — 

Rev. Francis O’Carroll, p.i*., Rush. 

Rev. Danby Jeffares, m.a., Rector of Lusk. 

Mr. Thomas Andrews, . 

Mr. Edward Tynes, I 

M. Augustine Kerrigan, > Householders of Rush. 

Mr. Christopher M'Cann, l 

Mr. Robert Leonard, ' 

It was ruled : — 

That the Commissioners, having heard the evidence as regards this endowment, do not consider 
it necessary or expedient to take any further proceedings in regard to same for the preparation 
of a Scheme under their Act. 


The Chetwode and Stearne Charity. 

Arnold Graves, M.A., Secretary, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests, 
attended and made a statement. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


t Wm, Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

April 12, 1890. 


April 11, 1890. 

PUBLIC SITTING. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Courthouse, Navan. 
Present:— Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justico O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Mr. F. H. Wayland, Shorthand Writer, was in attendance. 

The Charlton Bequest for Marriage Portions. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon made an introductory statement, 

The following parsons made statements : — 

Most Rev. Dr. Reichel, Lcrd Bishop of Meath. 

Rev. J. B. Keene, m.a. 

Van. Garrett Nugent, m.a.. Archdeacon of Meath. 

Rev. John Healy, x,l.d. 

Rev. M. Woods, Adm., Navan. 
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The following witnesses were sworn and examined 

Smith. 

Matt Keegan. 

William M'Mahon. 

James Conlin. 

Michael Can-. 

Laurence Caffrey. 

Edward Smith. 

Mary Reilly. 

Margaret Martin. 

James Gorman. 

William Lee. 

George Larraway. 

John Reilly. 


The Chetwode and Stearns Charity. 

Ven. Garrett Nugent, m.a., Archdeacon of Meath, made a statement. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

William O’Brien, 

April 14, 1890. 

N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


April 12, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 


Minutes of the meetings of April 9 and April 10 read and confirmed. 

Letter (April 11) read from Edward C. Hamilton, Secretary to Morgan Trustees, 
sending description of the lands comprising the Morgan Endowments. 

Letter (April 4) read from Rev. S. E. Cooney, m.a., as to the Scheme for the Erasmus 
Smith’s Endowment. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent 

The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Privy Council against the following 
Schemes were considered and amended : — 

No. 24. Gwyn and Young Endowments, Londonderry. 

No. 29. Phibsborough Sunday and Daily Schools, Dublin. 

No. 46. Kilkenny College. 

No. 55. Diocese of Meath Parochial Schools, &c. 

No. 59. Cashel Corporation School Endowments. 

The Draft Schemes for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment, and for the Ballysax 
Parochial School, were considered and amended. 

The Secretary was directed to write to the Most Rev. Dr. Woodlock, Lord Bishop of 
Ardagh, stating in reply to his Lordship’s telegram received at Navan, that the Commis- 
sioners propose to hold a Public Sitting in Longford in connection with the Charlton 
Bequest, and that due notice will be sent to his Lordship when the day for the Public 
Sitting is fixed. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

April 19, 1890. 


"Wm, Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


i 2 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



lviii 


EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


April 14, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molt.oy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the meeting of April 11 read and confirmed. 

Letter (April 11) read from D. Delacherois, D.L., sending a copy of the proposed Scheme 
for the Donaghadee Free Schools and his corrections thereon. 

Ordered That the above corrections be carried out in the next proof of the Scheme. 

The following Draft Schemes were considered and amended 
No. 80. Anahilt Endowed School. 

No. 81. D’lariieli’s School, Ivnthvilly. 

No. 82. Donaghadee Free Schools. 

No. 84. Presbytery of Newry. 

No. 85. Carysfort Royal School. 

No. 86. Arthur Smith’s Endowment. 

No. 3. Morgan's School, Castlckuock. 

It was ordered : — 

That the batch of Schemes mentioned in the minute of March 6, 1890, be first published on. 
Monday, April 28, 1890, and instructions were given as to the xuodo of publication. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis , Secretary. April 19, 1890. 


April 13, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at tlio Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letter (April 15) read from Rev. M. Woods, Adm., Navan, enclosing two letters from 
the Master of the Navan Workhouse with reference to the Charlton Bequest. 

Instructions were given to have an advertisement of a Public Sitting with reference to 
the Charlton Bequest for Marriage Portions, to be held on Friday, May 2, at 12.45 o’clock, 
p.m., at Longford, inserted in the Dublin and Longford newspapers, and that notice of 
same be sent to all parties interested. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. April 19, 1890. 


April 18, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin 

Present: — Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Notice (April 16) read from the Clerk of the Privy Council fixing a Sitting of the 
Committee of the Privy Council for Friday, April 25, to hear the Objections lodged against 
the Schemes for the following Endowments : — 

No. 34. Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

No. 56. The Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 

No. 74. The Southwell Charity and Porochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

No. 79. Joseph Brown’s Endowments. 

Letter (April 18) read from W m. Gernon, M.A., Secretary to Commissioners of Charitable 
Donations and Bequests, as to the inquiry to be held at Longford, on May 2, with 
reference to the Charlton Bequest for Marriage Portions. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward EUi3, Secretary. April 19, 1890. 
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April 19, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the OfBce, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 

Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of two preceding meetings and of the Stated Attendances of April 16 and 
April 18, read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

The Secretary, Representative Church Body (April 18), giving consent as to the Parochial 
Schools in the Diocese of Loighlin, being dealt with under the Act. 

The Secretary, Representative Church Body (April 18), giving consent as to the Parochial 
Schools in the Diocese of Armagh aud in the Dioceses of Down, Connor and Dromore, being 
dealt with under the Act. 

Letter (April 18) read from Rev. Thomas H. Fleming, as to the preparation of a Scheme 
for the Daniel Lyons Endowment (Rockficld Institution). 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Observations on the Objections lodged with the Privy Council against the following 
Schemes were considered and amended and finally passed : — 

No. 29. — Phibsborough Sunday aud Daily Schools, Dublin. 

No. 48. — Rainey School, Mugherafelt. 

No. 46. — Kilkenny College. 

No. 56. — Diocese of Meath Parochial Schools, &c. 

No. CO. — The Cashel Deanery Schools. 

No. 66. — Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne and Ross Parochial Schools, &c. 

No. 73. — Diocese of Ferns Parochial Schools. 

The Draft Schemes for Anahilt Endowed School, Ballysax Parochial School and Carys- 
fort Royal School Endowment, were considered, amended, and finally approved subject 
to the amendments, and to signature for press. 

The Secretary was directed to return to the Clerk of the Privy Council the original 
Objections lodged with the Privy Council against Schemes Nos. 24, 29, 46, 48, 55, 59, 60. 
66, and 73, together with printed copies of the Observations of the Commissioners, and 
also to send printed copies of the Objections and Observations in each case to parties 
interested. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

April 26, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


April 23, 1890. 


Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the OfBce, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 


Present: — Mr. Justice O'Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill 
Letters read : — 

The Right Rev. W. Pnkcnham Walsh, d.d., Lord Bishop of Ossory (April 23), enclosing 
Report dated January 8, 18S0, of Architect on Kilkenny College. 

The Most Rev. Dr. Reichel, Lord Bishop of Meath (April 30), giving consent as to Chetwodc 
and Steame Charity. . 

Rev. Andrew Patton (April 19) giving additional names for proposed Governing Body of 
the Endowments of the Presbytery of Ballymena. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

April 20, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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April 25, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. TRAILL, 

Professor Dougherty. 

Letter (April 23) read from Rev. W. Guinness, Rector of Rathdrum, enclosing memorial 
as to C'arysfort Royal School Endowment. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

April 26, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


April 26, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 

Professor Dougherty. 

' Minutes of preceding meeting and of Stated Attendances of April 23 and April 25, 
read and confirmed. 


The following Draft Schemes were passed and ordered for press : — 
No. 3. Morgan’s School, Costleknook. 

No. 85. Oarysfort Royal School Endowment. 

No. 86, Arthur Smith’s Endowment. 

No. 88. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Armagh. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


"Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

May 3, 1890. 


April 30, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 


Present :• — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Dr. Traill. 


Letters read : — 


H. E. Kincaid, Headmaster, Rainey School (April 26), as to the Scheme for that School. 
The Sub-Sheriff, County Longford (April 25), granting use of Courthouse for the Sitting to 
be held at Longford on May 2. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council, Dublin Castle (April 29), sending copy of the Scheme for 
the Bertrand Female Orphan School, Dublin, as provisionally approved. 


The following Schemes were ordered to he prepared for publication as soon as 
possible : — 

The Incorporated Society. 

The Ballyroan Endowment. 

The Bauagher Royal School Endowment, and the Endowments of Diocesan Schools 
remaining in hands of Commissioners of Education. 

The Mungret and Leamy Endowments. 

Midleton Endowed School. 

The Tate School, Wexford. 

The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Clogher. 

The Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Down, Connor, and Dromore. 

The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the Presbytery 
of Ards. 

The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the Presbytery 
of Coleraine. 

Anne Hall Endowments. 

The Secretary was directed to ascertain at the Offices of tbe Commissioners of Education,. 
31, Molesworth-street, particulars necessary for recitals in the Scheme for the Diocesan 
School Endowments. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

May 3, 1890. 
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May 2, 1890. 

PUBLIC SITTING. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Court-honse, Longford. 

Present : —Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 
Professor Dougherty. 

Mr. Andrew Dunlop, Shorthand Writer, was in attendance. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon made an introductory statement. 

Charlton Bequest for Marriage Portions. 

The Right Rev. William Shone, D.D., Lord Bishop of Kilmore, mado a statement and 
was examined. 

The following witnesses were sworn and examined 
Bov. P. Pottertnu, i.o.d., Rector of Tcmplemichael. 

Lieut.-Col. J. H. Dopping. 

Rev. Patrick Meehan, Adm., St. Mel’s. 

Hurry M l Caun, j.i*. 

Rev. P. FitzGerald, p.p. 

The following were examined, having been previously sworn : — 

Rev. Hili Wilson White, d.d. 

Captain William Bond. 

James W. Bond, D.L., mado a statement. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

N. D. Murphy, 

Cliief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


May 8, 1S90. 

Meeting of the Commission hold this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the Meeting of April 26 and of the Stated Attendance of April 30, read 
and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (April 30) giving notice of Sitting to be held on Friday, 
May 9, to hear the objections lodged against Schemes Nos. 24, 29, 46, 48, 55, 69, CO, 66, 
ancl 73. 

Robert Philpot (May 2) as to the Draft Scheme published for the Carysfort Royal School 
Endowment. 

Letter (May 1) read from J. M. Gillies, Frecma,n’a Journal (Limited), as to coat of 
publication of advertisements issued by the Commission, 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Mungret Endowment, Limerick. 

It was agreed : — 

That a Draft Scheme should be prepared for the future management of this Endowment on 
the following principles : — 

I. Mungret premises to be sold to the present Lessees for £2,500. 

II. This snm added to present capital to be made available for Agricultural Education 
in the City and County of Limerick. 

III. A Board of Trustees consisting of the existing Trustees, a representative of tho 
Corporation of Limerick, and a representative of the Limerick County Grand 
Jury, together with Lord Monteagle and the Resident Commissioner of National 
Education, or his nominee, as in the Scheme for the Gilson Schools, Oldcnstle. 
TV. The Scheme to reserve the site for Mungret National School for boys mentioned in 
existing Scheme, in addition to the site of the already existing girls school. 
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In the Scheme for the Endowments of Diocesan Schools remaining in hands of Com- 
missioners of Education, the Secretary was directed to deal with Limerick premises’ os 
follows : — 

1. Recite letting to Rev. Canon Gregg. 

2. Recite expenditure by Rev. Canon Gregg. 

3. Direct sale of premises for the best price that can ho obtained, Rev. Canon Gregg to 
have credit against purchase money for his expenditure amounting to £47G IDs. 5c?., the 
balance to be included ns one of the Diocesan School Endowments. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 


"Wra. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

May 19, 1S90. 


May 7, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Oflicc, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letters read : — 

Messrs. Crawford & Lockhart, Solicitors (May 5), sending suggestions with regard to a 
Scheme for Hugh Boyd's Endowment, Belfast. 

Major H. S. M'Clintock (May 5) as to the Draft Scheme for Analiilt Endowed School, 

Letters also read from : — 

Sir ¥m. S. B. Kaye, c.B. (May 3), asking for a Statement for the assistance of the Chief 
Secretary in the House of Commons, dealing with any matters connected with the Commission. 

The General Officer Commanding the Forces in Ireland, per Major H. Foster, it.E. (May 8), 
on the subject of the Portora Royal School promises. 

Rev. Janies F. ffrencli (May 5) as to his objection to the Ferns Diocesan Scheme before 
the Privy Council. 

Colonel Ynyr H. Burges (May 5) as to the Draft Scheme published for tlio Parochial 
Schools of the Diocese of Armagh. 

Rev. H. K. Moore, Hon. Sec., Education Sub-Committee of the Standing Committee 
of the General Synod, as to the preparation of Diocesan Schemes. 

Rev. Samuel Hoops, d.d. (May 6), as to preparing a Scheme for the Parochial Schools of 
the Diocese of Ardagh. 

Replies, ns drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Secretary was authorised at the sitting of the Privy Council on Friday next to 
say that the Judicial Commissioners would be prepared to strike out of the Schedule to 
the Diocesan Schemes any Endowment as to which the proper consent might appear not 
to have been obtained, and would suggest that this might he done at any stage as the 
Scheme would not be operative ou such Schools, and it would be inexpedient to remit 
Schemes affecting a great number of Endowments for the mere purpose of striking out 
thoso that ought not to appear therein. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

May 19, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


May 9, 1S90. 


Stated Attendance of the Commissionoi.i held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin- 

Present: — Lord Justice Fitz"'* myt-t, Mr. Justice O'Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

1 >ur Douuherty. 

Letter (May 8) read from Air: Pvov.n, Assistant Secretary Presbyterian Orphan 

Society, asking if all Transfers of £>••*.<. made under Section 8 of Scheme 58, are by that 
Clause exempt from Stamp duty. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

May 19, 1890. 
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May 10, 1890. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 


Letter (May 9) read from Very Rev. William Warburton, Dean of Elphin, as to the 
Scheme for Bishop Hodson’s Grammar School, Elphin. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter (May 9) as to the Belfast Library and Society for Promoting Knowledge, from 
C. H. Brett, Solicitor, addressed to Professor Dougherty, was brought under the notice of 
the Commissioners. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

May 19, 1890. 


May 14, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of tho Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. R. Sudlier, d.d. (May 9), sending amendments to the Draft Scheme published for 
Morgan's School, Castleknock. 

Frederick J. Saunderson (May 9) as to the present stage of the Scheme for Joseph Brown’s 
Endowments, Co. Down. 

Rev. Thomas Jordan, d.d. (May 12), as to the Scheme for Rainey’s School, Magherafelt. 

Letters also read : — 

F. B. O’Keeffe (May 10), enclosing a letter from the Manager of tho Irish Times as to the 
cost of publication of advertisements issued by the Commission. 

Mr. Peter Clarke (May 9), as to tho new Governing Body of Bishop Hodson'sCirammar 
School, Elphin. 

M. Beckett, Assistant Master, Royal School, Dungannon (May 12), as to his vested interests 
under the Scheme for tho Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Certain questions as to the proposed Draft Scheme for tho Mungrct College Endow- 
ment were discussed. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

May 19, 1890 


May 16, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor 
Dougherty. 

Letter (May 15) read from Rev. James Hamilton, Incumbent of Pomeroy, giving 
consent that his School should be included in the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

Letter (May 15) read from the Secretaries, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests, as to Clause 12 in the Scheme for the Donaghadee Free Schools, and as to that 
Clause in future Schemes. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

k 
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Mungret College Endowment. 


The following question having been referred to the Full Commission by tho Assistant 
Commissioners, namely : — 

■Whether before publishing a White Scheme for tho above Endowment it would be desirable 
to communicate with the present Lessees, and ascertain from them if they would bo prepared 
either to buy the hinds and buildings (excepting tho part reserved for the National School) 
for £2,500. or to rent the same for £125 n year freed from all obligations whatsoever. 


It was agreed 

That no such communication he made to the Lessees. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

May 19, INK). 


May 19, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of two preceding meetings and of the Stated Attendances of May 7, May 9, 
May 14, and May 16, read and confirmed. 

Letter read from Rev. W. Moore Morgan, ll.d., as to the substitution of the name of 
the Rev. C. EL Irwin, D.D., in place of that of the late Chancellor Wade in the Scheme for 
the Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

To be informed that the change can be made in the Further Amended Scheme. 

The Banagher Royal School Endowment and the Endowments of Diocesan 

SOHOOLS REMAINING IN THE HANDS OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF EDUCATION. 


It was agreed : — 

That a Scheme should be framed for tbe purpose of transferring to the Intermediate 
Education Board for Ireland, to be applied for the purposes of their Act, the property now 
remaining and belonging to tbe Diocesan Schools, and that such Scheme should also include 
tho income or the produce of sale of the Roxborough-road School premises and the Banagher 
Royal School Endowment. 

The principles of a Scheme for the Leamy Endowment, Limerick, were discussed. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Tm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald Molloy, 

May 23, 1890. 


May 23, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter (May 20), read from Rev. J. W. Johnston, Rector of Termonmaguirk, giving his 
consent that the Crossdermott National School be vested in the new Armagh Diocesan 
Board of Education. 


Letters read : — 


The Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, Lord Bishop of Meath (May 19), sending amendments to the 
Draft Scheme published for Arthur Smith’s Charity. 

The Clerk of the Drapers’ Company, London (May 19), as to the Moneymore Male, Female, 
and Infants’ Schools mentioned in the Schedule to the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


'Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Anthony Traill, 

May 28, 1890. 
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May 28, 1890. 


Meeting of the Commission lielil this Jay at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 


Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

D. Delaclierois, d.l. (May 15), addressed to Dr. Traill, objecting to the Draft Scheme 
published for the Donaghadee Free Schools. 

Messrs. L’Estrauge and Brett, Solicitors (May 24), giving suggestions as to a Scheme for 
the Belfast Library and Society for Promoting Knowledge, and enclosing documents relating 
to that Institution. 

William Carter, as to the Draft Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment. 

Rev. William Irwin (May 27), sending names for the proposed Governing Body of the 
Endowments of the Coleraine Presbytery. 

H. C. Tisdall (May 24) as to any Endowment belonging to Ravendale Schoolhouse, Bally- 
mascanlau Parish, Diocese of Armagh. 

Rev. Thomas Adderley (May 26) objecting to have the Ballygawley National School 
included in the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (May 23) enclosing copies of Schemes Nos. 24, 48, 55, 59, 
60, CC, 73, 74, and 79, as provisionally approved. 

Letters also read : — 

Messrs. Sutton and Son, Solicitors to Sir Edward Guinness, Bart. (May 23), as to the 
Draft Scheme published for Moi-gau's School, Custleknock. 

Rev. F. S. Aldhouso (May 27), as to the Ballymakenny School included in the Armagh 
Diocesan Scheme. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter read from Rev. Francis Hannan as to the Mellifont Schoolhouse, included in 
the Armagh Diocesan Scheme, and stating that it is lent by B. R. T. Balfour, D.L., Townley 
Hall, Drogheda. 

Tlio Secretary was directed to write to Mr. Balfour, enclosing a copy of the letter from 
Rev. Mr. I-Tannau, and of the Armagh Diocesan Scheme, and asking if he wishes to have 
the School vested in the Board, proposed to bo incorporated for the Diocese of Armagh. 

Letters, in reference to Schools in the Armagh Diocesan Scheme, read from : — 

Rev. Hugh Edgar (May 24), as to Aghavilly National School. 

3!ev. F. S. Aid! muse (May 27), ns to Bullymakeuny School. 

J. A. M. Cojk*, Esq. (May 2G), as to nu alleged bequest of £12 a year by the late Mrs. 
Cope, to Jiallytyroni) National School. 

Itev. R. (j. Dempsey (May 24), as to Mullnglivilly School. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent, and the Secretary was directed to write to Rev. 

W. Moore Morgan, with regard to these letters. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

May 20, 1890. 


May 30, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter (May 28) read from Rev. Edward J. Emerson, D.D., as to a Schoolhouse in the 
Parish of St. Edmund, mentioned in the Scheme for the Dioceses of Cork, Cioyne and 
Ross. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Heads of a Scheme for the Leamy Endowment, Limerick, were further discussed. 
The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald Molloy, 

June 4, 1890. 

Wro. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 

It 2 
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June 2, 1890. 

On this day Dr. Molloy attended at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, and transacted the 
following business : — 

Letters read : — 

Colonel J. C. Lowry, d.l., as to Sandlioles Schoolhouse, Parish of Desertcreight, mentioned 
in the Schedule to the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

D. W. Shaw, Secretary (May 31), objecting on behalf of the existing Trustees to the Draft 
Scheme published for the Anahilt Endowed School, County Down. 

Letter (May 30) read from Joseph J. Murphy, Diocesan Secretary, as to the vesting of 
Schoolhouses in the new Diocesan Board to be incorporated for the Dioceses of Down, 
Connor and Dromore. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to bo sent. 

The Draft Scheme for the Mungret College Endowment, as prepared in manuscript, 
was approved, and ordered to sent to the printer. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Anthony Traill, 
June G, 1890 


June 4, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter (Jane 2) read from Messrs. Sutton and Son, Solicitors to Sir Edward C. Guinness, 
Bart., stating that he declines to act as one of the first Representative Governors to be 
named in the Scheme for Morgan’s School, (Jastleknock. , 

The Secretary was directed to write to Sir Robert Ball, c.b., Astronomer Royal, Bending 
him a copy of the Scheme for Morgan’s School, stating that Sir E. C. Guinness (who is 
named in the Schemo as one of the first Representative Governors) declines to act on 
account of his continued absence from Castleknock and the number of his other engage- 
ments, and asking Sir Robert Ball if he would consent to act as one of the first Repre- 
sentative Governors in his stead. 

Letter (June 3) read from E. Flynn, asking when a Scheme would he published for 
the Rahan School, County Cork. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter (June 2) read from H. Babington, Agent over the Cope Estate, as to certain 
Schools on that Estate mentioned in the Schedule to the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

The Secretary was directed to write to Rev. W. Moore Morgan, ll.d., asking that inquiries 
should be made about same. 

Letter (June 3) read from C. R. M'Namara, Solicitor, enclosing original Deed dated 
June 3, 1890, appointing new Trustee for the Phibsborough Sunday and Daily Schools, 
Dublin, and Certificate of Transfer of A3, 451 13s. 6&, 2$ Stock, into the names of the 
new Trustees, for the perusal of the Commissioners. 

Ordered : — 

That a copy of the Deed be made, and that the original, &c., be returned, as requested by 
Mr. M'Namara. 

Letters from Rev. John W. Lindsay and Rev. J. A. Newman, as to the Cork, Cloyne, 
and Ross Diocesan Scheme addressed to the Clerk of the Privy Council, submitted for 
the Observations of the Commissioners. 

Observations, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward EIUb, Secretary. 


Anthony Traill, 

June G, 1890. 
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June 6, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present :• — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of the preceding meeting, and of the attendance of Dr. Molloy on June 2, 
read and confirmed. 


Lord Justice FitzGibbon brought under the notice of the Commissioners a corres- 
pondence between himself and R. W. A. Holmes, Esq., c.B., Treasury Remembrancer, as to 
the provisions of Clause 7 of the Ulster Royal Schools Scheme relating to Superannuation. 

The Secretary was directed to write an official letter, in terms as drafted, to Mr. Holmes 
on the subject. 

With reference to the case of Anne Hall’s Endowment for Lattone School, the Secretary 
submitted a draft letter to be sent to Mr. J. J. Clarke, who is the surviving personal 
representative of Miss Hall, and same was approved and ordered to he sent. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

June 7, 1890. 


June 7, 1890. 


Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 
Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter (June 6) read from Rev. George Shaw, D.D., Honorary Secretary, Presbyterian 
Sabbath School Society for Ireland, as to the “Accounts and Audit ” Clause in the Scheme 
for that Society. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

It was ordered : — 

That the next batch of Schemes be first published on Saturday, June 21, 1890. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

William O’Brien, 

June 18, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


June 11, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 


Letters read : — 

Rev. James Meeke (June 6) on behalf of the Presbytery of Newry, objecting to the Draft 
Scheme published for the Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of 
that Presbytery. 

Rev. M. Beckett, Assistant Master, Royal School, Dungannon (June 10) giving his 
address till August 1 at next. 

Letter (June 9) read from James J. Clark, D.L., as to Anne Hall's Endowment for 
Lattone School. 

The Secretary was directed to make further inquiries in regard to this Endowment. 


Wm, Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, , 

June 13, 1890- 
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June 13, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission hold this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. MOLLOY, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of preceding meeting, and of the Stated Attendance of June 11, read and 
confirmed. 


Letters read from : — 

Rev. George Tottenham, Honorary Secretary .^Diocesan Council of Clogher (June 1), asking 
for a proof of the Scheme for that Diocese. 

Thomas Gordon (June 12), asking for a copy of the further Amended Scheme for the Ulster 
Royal Schools Endowments. 

Rev. H. K. Moore, m.a. (June 12), on behalf of the Education Sub-Committee of the 
Standing Committee of the General Synod, objecting to the Draft Scheme published for 
Morgan’s School, Castleknock. 

Replies, os drafted, ordered to be sent 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Willlvm O’Brien, 

June 20, 1S90. 


June 18, 1S00. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present ; — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 
The principles of the proposed Draft Scheme for Leamy School, Limerick, were discussed. 
Letters read : — 

Rev. John Stewart (June 13) as to Carrickfergus Presbytery. 

Rev. W. Moore Morgan (June 13) as to Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

Rev. M. W. Jellett, ll.d. (June 14) as to Scheme for Morgan's School. 

Andrew Clements (June 14) as to Anahilt Endowed School. 

Major M. C. Alexander (Juno 16) as to Torinonmaguirk National School, Dioecsoof Armagh. 
Rev. C. Orrusby Wiley (June 16) as to a Scheme for the Diocese of Killala and Achonry. 

Letters also read : — 

Rev. William Harpur, objecting on behalf of the Methodist Minister and Offico Bearers to 
the constitution of the Arklow Board of Trustees in the Carysfort Royal School Scheme. 

Sir Robert S. Ball (June 13) as to Scheme for Morgan’s School, Castleknock. 

Colonel Ynyr Burges (June 13) as to Farkuuaur National School, Diocese of Armagh. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Commiasioncrs adjourned. 

William O’Brien, 

June 20, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


June 20, 1800. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibison, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 
Minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

Messrs. Crozier and Sons, Solicitors (June 18), asking for an answer to Major M'Clintock’s 
letter of the 5th ult., in reference to the Draft Scheme published for Anahilt Endowed 
School. 

Rev. Canon Tottenham (June 19), making corrections in the proof of Draft Scheme for the 
Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Clogher forwarded to him. 

Replies, as drafted, orderedlto be sent. 

Letter (June 19) read from E. W. Hobson, asking that a “ Form of Consent ” sent by 
Inm for Mo} r (No. 2) National School, Diocese of Armagh, be returned. 

Ordered ; — 

That the form be seat back as requested. 

The principles of a Scheme for the [Leamy Endowment, Limerick, were discussed and 
agreed to, and a Draft Scheme was ordered to be drawn up and submitted to the 
Commission tor further discussion. 


Printed image digitised by the University of .Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



REPORT. 


lxix 


The Draft Scheme for the “ Limerick Endowment for Technical Education ” was 
considered, amended, and passed, and the Secretary was directed to prepare and send 
out revised copies of the Scheme at once to the Commissioners. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald Mollot, 

June 28, 1890. 


June 21, 1890 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Lord Justice FitzGlbbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

The Draft Scheme for the Diocesan Schools and the Banagher Royal School Endow- 
ment was considered and amended, and the further consideration of the portion of the 
Scheme relating to the Roxborough-road School Premises was postponed until Mr. Justice 
O’Brien is present. 

Letter (June 21) read from the Secretary of the Representative Church Body, giving 
consent that the Glenanne School be vested in the new Armagh Diocesan Board. 

The following Draft Schemes were considered : — 

Tate School, Wexford. 

The Diocesan Schools and Banagher Royal School Endowments. 

The Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Down, Connor, and Dromore. 

The Pnrocliiol Schools of the Diocese of Cloghcr. 

The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the Presbytery of 
Coleraine. 


The following Schemes were ordered to be advanced, with a view to publication 
before the vacation : — 

Mungret Endowment, Limerick. 

Leamy Endowment, Limerick. 

Midleton Endowed School, Cork. 

Bangor Endowed School, Down. 

Anne Hall’s Endowments. 

Ballyroan Endowed School. 

The Incorporated Society for promoting English Protestant Schools in Ireland. 

The Secretary was directed to write to Mr. J. J. Murphy, Diocesan Secretary, Dioceses 
of Down, Connor, and Dromore, with regard to the Schedules for the proposed Scheme for 
those Dioceses. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald Molloy, 

June 28, 1890. 


June 25, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Letters read from : — 

Rev. Andrew Patton (June 21) sends amendments to Schedule to Draft Scheme published 
for the Presbytery of Newry. 

R. W. Elgee, Solicitor (June 24), sending particulars asked for as to the Tate School, 
Wexford. 

The Secretary, Commissioners of Education (June 23), sending objection to the Draft 
Scheme published for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment. 

Messrs. Murland and Co., Solicitors (June 23), sending objection on behalf of D. 
Delacherois, d.l., to the Draft Scheme published for the Donagliadee Free Schools. 

Major 0. M. Alexander (June 23), as to the Termonagurke National School, inthe Armagh 
Diocesan Scheme. 

Letter (June 23) read from William Weir, as to Schemes in the Parish of Porfcadown, 
Diocese of Armagh, and asking for a copy of the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

Ordered : — 

That a copy of the Scheme be sent, as requested 
Letters (June 22 and 24) read from J. J. Murphy, Diocesan Secretary, as to the Schedule 
for the proposed Scheme for the Dioceses of Down, Connor, and Dromore. 

The Secretary reported that he had telegraphed to Mr. Murphy to send back the* 
Schedules as they stand. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Gerald Molloy, 

June 28, 1890. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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June 28, 1890. 


Meeting of the Commission hold this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 


Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. James Meeke (June 24) sending “ Forms of Consent” for Schools in the Presbytery 
of Newiy. 

Rev. R. H. Coote (Juno 26) objecting to the Draft Scheme published for the Donaghadee 
Free Schools. 

John C. Pounden (June 25) sending the name of the Earl of Courtown as one of the 
Representatives of the Ferns Diocesan Council on the Governing Body of the Tato School, 
Wexford. 

John C. Pounden (June 27) ns to the position of the Archdeacon of Ferns in the proposed 
Scheme for the Tate School, Wexford. 

Rev. R. Wallace (June 27) os to a Scheme for the Endowments of and belonging to 
Congregations under the care of the Presbytery of Templepatrick. 

Terence Clancy (June 27) as to the land belonging to the Oarysfort Royal School. 


Letters also read : — 

Rev. P. M'Glone (June 17), asking for a copy of the Scheme for tho Ulster Royal School 
Endowments, as approved by the Lord Lieutenant. 

Robert Philpot, Arklow (June 26), objecting to the Draft Scheme published for tho 
Carysfort Royal School Endowment. 

Rev. John H. Thorpe, Honorary Secretary to the City of Cork Church School Board 
(June 27), as to the collection of Rentcharges now vested in that Board under Scheme No. 47. 
G. W. Rooke (June 25), asking when the Scheme for Kilkenny College comes into force. 
Caledon Dolling, Agent to Mrs. Balfour, as to tho meaning of the “ Form of Consent” 
necessary for vesting the Derryscollop Schoolhouse in the new Armagh Diocesan Board. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


J. B. Dougherty, 

Juno 30, 1890. 


June 30, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this duy at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr( M olloy, Dr. Tratll, Professor Dougherty. 
The minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter (June 27) read from Rev. E. L. Eves as to the Ballyroan Endowment, and asking 
the Commission to hold a local inquiry 'in Maryborough with reference to that Endowment. 
A reply, os drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter read from Kev. T. P. Morgan, asking for a copy of the Scheme for Lame Grammar 
School. 

Ordered : — 

That a copy be forwarded, as requested. 

Questions discussed with regard to the Banagher Royal School Endowment and Anne 
Hall’s Endowments. 

It was agreed : — 

That a Scheme by consent might be prepared for the future government and management 
of the Belfast Library and Society for Promoting Knowledge ; Professor Dougherty to see 
Mr. Brett, Solicitor, and obtain further particulars. 

The Secretary was directed to write for further particulars to complete the Draft 
Scheme for the Midleton Endowed School, County Cork. 

The Commissioners adjourned. 

"William O’Brlen, 

July 23, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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July 1, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present j — Lord Justice F itzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Letters rend : — 

Rev. Thomas Macafee, Clerk of Presbytery (June 30), as to a Scheme for the Presbytery 
of Down. 

Rev. E. Waller Hobson (June 30) returns Consent Form for the Moy (No. 2) National 
School, Diocese of Armagh. 

Questions discussed with regard to the Diocesan Schools and Banagher Royal School 
Endowments. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1890. 


July 4, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin 


Present ; — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Professor Dougherty. 


Letters read: — 

Rev. Matthew Murphy, Clerk of Presbytery (J uly 1), as to a Scheme for the Presbytery 
of Athlone. 

Rev. George Magill (July 1), enclosing suggestions as to a Scheme for the Presbytery of 
Belfast 

The Secretaries, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests (July 1), with regard 
to the amount of Sir Thomas Dean’s Bequest, Parish of St Peter, mentioned in the Schedule 
to the Cork City Parochial Schools Scheme. 

Messrs. Keily & Lloyd, Solicitors (July 2), as to the Teague Schoolhouse mentioned in the 
Scheme for the Armagh Parochial Schools. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (July 4), with reference to a “Petition from certain 
Presbyterian inhabitants of Magherufelt ” praying that the Scheme for the Rainey School, 
Magherafelt, may be laid before Parliament. 

Replies, as drafted, directed to be sent. 

Questions discussed with regard to the Diocesan Schools and Banagher Royal School 
Endowments. 

It was arranged that Professor Dougherty should visit the Lattone School, Co. 
Fermanagh, and make inquiries as to the School. 

Points in regard to the Scheme for the Limerick Endowment for Technical Education 
w|re discussed. 

Certain Draft Schemes were ordered for publication before the vacation. 

Meetings were fixed for July 23, 24, and 25 ; both the Judicial Commissioners to be 
furnished with prints of the Schemes intended for publication, and the Queen’s Printer to 
be required to have them ready. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


William Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1890. 
I 
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July 7, 1890. 

On this day Dr. Molloy attended at the Offic e, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, and transacted the 
following business : — 

The Draft Scheme for the Learay Schools, Limerick, corrected and ordered to be printed. 
Ordered : — 

That the Draft Schemes for the Diocesan Schools and Banagher ltoyal School Endowments, 
and for the Limerick Endowment for Technical Education, he sent to Dr. Molloy immediately 
on receipt from Printer. 

The first proof of the Draft Scheme for Midlcton Endowed School, Cc. Cork, ordered, 
to be sent to the Commissioner in charge for corrections. 

William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1SD0. 

Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


July 9, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, 

Letters read : — 

Rev. H. Kingamill Moore, si. A., (July 7), as to a Sclietuo for the Rathmiucs Township 
Schools. 

Joseph J. Murphy, Secretary, Diocesan Council of Down, Connor, and Dromore (July 8), 
returning corrected Schedules for Scheme, and asking for a proof of the Scheme for 
Sir "Wm. Quartus Ewart, Bart., whose name ho proposes to insert in. the Scheme in place of 
that of the late Sir Wm. Ewart. 

James Lane, Solicitor, Cork (July 7), asking if a formal Deed of Transfer of Lease under 
Scheme for Roohelle Seminary, Cork, is uecessai-y. 

Rev. George T. Cowper, Clerk ot tko Presbytery (July 7), as to a Scheme for the 
Presbytery of Rathfriland. 

Replies, as drafted, directed to be scut. 

The Draft Schemes for the Diocesan Schools and Banagher Royal School Endowments, 
and for the Limerick Endowment for Technical Education, were revised and corrected, 
and ordered to be printed. Copies to be sent to all the Commissioners marked “ final,” and 
to be entered on the Agenda Paper for Meeting to be hold on July 23, 1890. 

With reference to the Draft Scheme published for Arthur Smith’s Charity, the 
Assistant Secretary reported that the Schedules though drawn up in accordance with 
the information furnished, wore in point of fact inaccurate ; and it was ordered : — 

That the Assistant Secretary should confer with Mossra. Mooney anil Sou, Solicitors for the 
Charity, with a view to seeing the original documents and correcting the Schedules. 

William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


July 11, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissionei-s held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letters read . — 

The Right Hon. Viscount de Vesci (July 10), as to the Schemo for the Ballyroau Endow- 
ment, Queen’s Co 

John C. Pounden, Secretary, Diocesan Council of Ferns (July 9), as to when the Fermi 
Diocesan Scheme will be finally approved by the Lord Lieutenant in Council. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Directions were given in reference to the following Draft Schemes : — 

Tate School, Wexford. 

Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Clogher. 

Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Down, Connor, and Dromore. 

Anne Hall’s Endowments. 

Midleton Endowed School. 

William O’Brien. 

July 23, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



REPORT. 


lxxiii 


July 1 4, 1890. 

On this day Dr. Molloy attended at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, and transacted the 
following business : — 

Letter (July 12) read from Rev. W. Moore Morgan, ll.d., wanting extension of time in 
■which to make amendments to the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter (July 12) read from Charles J. Battersby, Diocesan Secretary, enclosing Schedules 
of Endowments belonging to the Diocese of Ardagh, and asking that a Scheme be prepared. 
A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent, and it was ordered : — That a Scheme be prepared at 
once by the Secretary. 

Belfast Library and Society for Promoting Knowledge. 

It was ordered : — 

That this Scheme, as drafted, be sent to the Commissioner in charge, and that he be 
requested to correct it for the printer as soon as possible. 

Dr.Molloy had an interview with R. W. A. Holmes, Esq., C.B., Treasury Remembrancer, 
with reference to the provision for superannuation of officers contained in the Ulster 
Royal Schools Scheme. 

William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1890. 

Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


July 15, 1890. 

On this day Lord Justico FitzGibbon attended at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, and 
transacted the following business; — 

Letter (July 14) read from Rev. Godfrey G. Greene, asking if the New Ross Parochial 
School Endowment can now be withdrawn from the jurisdiction of the Ferns Diocesan 
Board incorporated under the Scheme for that Diocese. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter (July 11) read from the Secretaries, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests, as to a sum of £1,123 15s. 4 -d. (Thomas Deane’s Endowment), which is not 
included in the Scheme for the City of Cork Parochial Schools Endowments. 

The Secretary was directed to forward a copy of this letter, together with copies of a former 
letter from the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests with reference to this 
Scheme, and of the reply thereto, to the Rev. John H. Thorpe, Hon. Sec., City of Cork 
Church School Board, asking him for any suggestions his Board may wish to offer on the 
subject. 

William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


July 16, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present: — Lord Justice FitzGebbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

Letters read ; — 

Rev. C. J. Hinkson, m.a. (July 14), as to the Sheeana School under the provision of the 
Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment. 

Alex. Caruth, Solicitor (July 5), as to an Account from the Queen's Printer, for supplying 
copies of the Scheme as finally approved for the Ballymena Academy, _ _ 

Alex. Caruth, Solicitor (July 15), ua to the Treasury costs incurred in the publication of 
the Draft Scheme for that Endowment. 

Replies, a a drafted, ordered to be sent. 

A sitting was fixed to be held on Wednesday, July 30, at 4 o’clock, P.M., at the office, 
to hear the objections which the Lords of the Treasury may submit with reference to the 
provision for superannuation of officers contained in the Ulster Royal Schools Scheme, 
section 7 ; and the Secretai-y was directed to send notice of same to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to R. W. A. Holmes, Esq., O.B., Treasury Remembrancer, and to the Commis- 
sioners of Education. 

Agenda, as drawn up, were ordered to be inserted on the Notice of Meetings’ for 
Wednesday, July 23rd, and following days. 

William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1890. 

"Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 

12 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



taciv EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


July 18, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners lieltl this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Rev. Dr. Molloy. 

£ • Letter (July 17) read from Rev. James Dowd, giving the names of persons having a, 
vested interest in the Leamy Endowment, Limerick. 

Ordered 

That Rev. Mr. Dowd be asked to give the full names of the persous so mentioned. 
Directions were given as to the following Draft Schemes : — 

Anne Hall’s Endowments. 

Belfast Library and Society for promoting Knowledge. 

The Assistant Secretary brought up the result of the proceedings of the Privy Council 
on Thursday, July 17, in the case of the Scheme for the rkibsborough Sunday and Daily 
Schools, Dublin. 

v • * William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1S90. 

War. Edward Ellis, Secretary 


July 22, 1890. 

On this day Dr. Molloy attended at tiro Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, and transacted the 
following business ; — 

letters read : — 

The Secretary, Commissioners of Education (July 10), staling that his Commissioners will 
be represented at the sitting to be hold on July 30th with reference to the superannuation clauses 
of the Ulster Royal Schools Scheme. 

Messrs. Keily anti Lloyd (July 21) enclosing copy of lease relating to Tarbmxglian School, 
in the Diocese of Armagh. 

Letter (July 19) read from Rev. C. K. Toland as to sending a formal application for a 
Scheme for the Presbytery of Strabane. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to he sent. 

Tho Secretary was directed to write in terms as drafted, to Mr. John Fox Goodman, one 
of the Representative Governors named in the Draft Scheme for Morgan’s School, Castle- 
lcnock, asking him to confer with the other Representative Governors, and furnish the 
Commissioners with the names of two or more suitable persons from whom one would 
be selected to take the place of Sir Edward Cecil Guinness, Bart., who declines to act. 

The objections to the following Draft Schemes were considered with a view to prepar- 
ing a memorandum for the J udicial Commissioners thereon : — 

No. 3, Morgan’s School, Castleknoek, 

No. 85, Carysfort Royal School Endowment, 

No. 86, Arthur Smiths Charity, 

1 William O’Brien, 

July 23, 1890. 

Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary — 


July 23, 1S90. 

Meeting of tho Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Mr. Justice O’Biuen, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the three preceding meetings, and of the stated attendances of July 9, July 
11, July 15, July 16, and July 18, and of the attendances of Dr. Molloy on Juty 7, July 
L 14, and July 22, read aud confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

F. Mowatt, Treasury (July 22), as to the sitting to be held on July 30, with reference to 
the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

Rev. James F. Gregg (July 22), as to his vested interest in the Roxboro’-road School build- 
ings, Limerick. 

Telegram read from Lord Justice FitzGibbon as to the following Draft Schemes : — 
t Leamy Endowment, Limerick. 

Tate School, Wexford. 

Midleton Endowod School. 

Parochial Schools of Diocese of Clogher. 

The Draft Schemes for the following Endowments were considered, amended, and finally- 
approved : — 

. The Limerick Endowment for Technical Education. 

The Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Down, Connor and Dromore. 
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c-1-The.Diaft Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Clogher was considered 
and finally approved : Dr. Traill dissenting as to the constitution of the Governing Body. 

The Draft Scheme for the Leamy Endowment was considered, amended, and finally 
approved, subject to Lord Justice FitzGibbon’s proposal as to proportion. 

The Draft Scheme for the Diocesan Schools and the Banagher Royal School Endow- 
ments, was considered, and 

Mr. J URtico O’Brien and Dr. Molloy considered that the Scheme should stand as drafted, 
but as regards the Roxborougli-road School premises, it was agreed that the consideration of 
the Scheme should be hold over till to-morrow. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


Win. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gebald Molloy, 

August 1, 1890. 


July 24, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dub lin , 
Present: — Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Letter (July 23) read from Rev. James Dowd, giving names of persons having vested 
interests in the Leamy Endowment, Limerick. 

Telegram read from Lord Justice FitzGibbou us to the following Draft Schemes : — 
Mungret Endowment, Limerick, 

Diocesan Schools and Banagher Royal School Endowments, 
and also asking Judge O’Brien to postpone Royal Schools Sitting from July 30 to 
Saturday, August 2, at 1 2 o’clock. 

The Draft Schemes for Tate’s School, Wexford, and for Midleton Endowed School, 
Cork, were held over till Lord Justice FitzGibbou can attend. 

The Draft Scheme for the Anno Hall Endowments was considered, together with 
Professor Dougherty’s Report on his visit to the Lattone School, Co. Fermanagh, and the 
Scheme, as amended, was ordered to be brought up for final approval at the meeting on 
August 1. 

Tue Draft Scheme for the Belfast Library and Society for promoting Knowledge, was 
considered and amended. 


The Draft Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ardagh was considered 
and finally approved. 


The Draft Scheme for the Diocesan Schools and the Banagher Royal School Endow- 
ments was, on the receipt of the above telegram from Lord Justice FitzGibbon, finally 
approved, to be signed for press when ready. 

In the case of future Diocesan Schemes for Parochial Schools, it was agreed : — 

That in the clause with reference to Local School Authorities, the words “ and under the 
management of such clergyman,” bo inserted after ;i belonging to such parish," in paragraph. 
2, line 4. 


The date of the next publication of Draft Schemes was fixed for Monday, August 4. 
The Commissioners adjourned. 

Gerald Molloy, 


■ Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary 


August 1, 1890. 


July 28, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

- • Present : — Rev. Dr. MOLLOY. 

Letters read : — 

' The Secretaries, Board of National Education (July 24), as to the Lattone School, County 
Fermanagh. 

Rev. Thomas Brennan, c.c., os to the dimensions of the Lattone School buildings. 

F. Mowatt, Treasury (July 25), sending objections of the Treasury to the Superannuation 
Clauses of the Ulster Royal School Scheme. 

• Letter (July 22) read from Rev. Thomas Macafee as to a Scheme for the Presbytery of 
Down. v 

The usual letter asking for particulars, directed to bo sent. 

' The Draft Scheme for the Leamy Endowment, as corrected by the Secretary, was 
considered and it was ordered that a revise be submitted to the Commissioner in charge. 
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The Draft Schemes for the Limerick Endowment for Technical Education, and for the 
Diocesan Schools and Bnnagher Royal School Endowments, were signed for press. 

Letters as to the Carysfort Royal School Scheme read from Colonel Kemmis, j.p. 
(July 24), and Rev. C. «J. Hinkson (July 24). 

Replies, as drafted, directed to be sent. 

r Gerald Molloy. 

August 1, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


July 30, 1890. 

Stated Attendance of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Streot, Dublin. 

Present : — Rev. Dr. MOLLOY. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. John Stewart (July 29), sending names of Governing Body and Schedules for a Scheme 
for the Presbytery of Carrickfergns. 

Rev. W. P. Kearney, Roman Catholic Chaplain, Gilson Schools, Oldcastlc (July 29), as to 
the proposed changes in the Scheme for those Schools in accordance with the Declaration of 
the Lord Lientenaut in. Council. 

The Clerk of the Privy Council (July 29), stating that the Scheme for the Rainey School, 
Mogherafelt, was laid before both Houses of Parliament, on July 24, 1890. 

Letters read from : — 

Messrs. Thompson and Dehenhams, Solicitors (July 28), and the Clerk of the Saltern Com- 
pany (July 28), with reference to the Salters Endowment, under the Scheme for tho Rainey 
School, Mogherafelt. 

Ordered ; — 

That these letters, and the answers already sent by the Secretary, be brought before 
the Judicial Commissioner’s when they next attend. 

Letter (July 2D) read from Rev. Thos. H. Fleming, as to the present state of the Rock- 
field Institution, County Galway. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to he sent. 

Letters read from : — 

Rev. John Knox Leslie (July 29), as to a Scheme for the Presbytery of Tyroue. 

Rev. William Stuart (July 29), as to a Scheme for the Presbytery of Connaught. 

The usual letters asking for particulars directed to be sent in reply. 

Gerald Molloy 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


August 1, 1890. 


August 1, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the two preceding meetings, and of the stated attendances of July 28 
and July 30, read and confirmed. 


Letters read : — 


Colonel Kemmis (J uly 30), in reference to his former letter of the 24th inst. with regard 
to the Carysfort Royal School buildings. 

The Clerk of the Salters Company ( j uly 30), asking to be informed when the Scheme for 
the Rainey School, Magherafelt, is finally approved. 

Rev. W. Moore Morgan (July 31), stating he can obtain no further consents for vesting 
Bchools under the Armagh Diocesan Board. 

Rev. John Knox Leslie (July 31), stating that the Presbytery of Tyrone will adopt the 
Dublin Presbytery scheme as a model. 

Letters read asking for a Scheme to be prepared'for the following Presbyteries : — 

Rev. R. Ross (July 80), Presbytery of Derry. 

Rev. James Forsythe (July 30), Presbytery of Armagh. 

Rev. R. M'Morris (July 30), Presbytery of Letterkenny. 

The usual letter asking for particulars directed to be sent in reply in each case. 

The Draft Scheme for the Anne Hall Endowments was considered, and finally approved,, 
to be signed for Press by the Commissioner in charge. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

August 5, 1890. 
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August 2, 1890. 

PUBLIC SITTING. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy, 
Professor Dougherty. 

Mr. Short, shorthand writer, was in attendance. 

No. 34-. The Commissioners of Education in Ireland and the Ulster Royal Schools 
Endowments. 

Objection 

of the Lords of the Treasury to the Provision for Superannuation of Officers 
contained in the Amended Scheme, Section 7. 

Mr. Carson, Q.c. (instructed by Patrick Coll, Esq., C.B., Chief Crown Solicitor), appeared 
on behalf of the Treasury. 

C. L. Matheson, Esq. (instructed by Mr. Archibald Robinson, Solicitor), -appeared on 
behalf of “ The Commissioners of Education.” 

Jeffrey M'Dowell, Esq., Secretary, “ Commissioners of Education,” also attended. 

Statements were made by 

Mr. Carson, q.c. 

Mr. Matlieson. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon made a statement. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien made a statement. 

Letter (August 1) read from Rev. George Magill, Clerk of the Belfast Presbytery, asking- 
for twenty proofs of the Scheme, with the suggestions of his Presbytery carried out in it. 

Ordered : — 

That the copies Le sent, with a letter, as drafted. 

Letter (July 30) read from Messrs. Thompson and Debenham, Solicitors, with reference 
to the Salters Endowment under the Scheme lor the Rainey School, Magherafelfc, in 
answer to the Secretary’s letter, dated July 20 . 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Dr. Molloy’s Memorandum as to the Draft Scheme for the Leamy Endowment was com- 
municated to the Commission. He was authorized to have it sent from the office as 
coming from himself. 

A letter from Dr. Traill and a “ protest ” by him to the Schemes for the Limerick 
Endowments were submitted. 

The following Resolution was ordered to he inserted on the minutes of the Commission, 
and a copy thereof sent to Dr. Traill, together with the original “protest” 

“ Having read the 1 protest ’ forwarded by Dr. Traill with respect to the Draft Schemes for 
the Limerick Endowments, tlio Commissioners adjourned the determination of the question 
whether it should be inserted ou the minutes or published until Dr. Traill could attend, and 
requested him, in the meantime, to reconsider tile terms of the document, and the many 
statements of a compromising character which ai - e contained in it, and of which the accuracy 
is open to question.” 

The Draft Scheme for the Diocese of Ardagh was further considered, and the Secretary 
was directed to write, in terms as drafted, to the Lord Bishop of K ilm ore asking his 
Lordship to furnish the names of four clerical and six lay members of the Church of 
Ireland to be named in the Scheme. 

It was ordered : — 

That the following Draft Schemes be published on August 4, 1890 : — 

No. 89. — The Parocliial Schools of the Dioceses of Down and Connor and Droinore 
(Consent Scheme). 

No. 90. — The Diocesan Schools and Ban&glior Royal School Endowments. 

No. 91. — The Anno Hall Endowments (Fermanagh, Londonderry, and Roscommon). 

No. 92. — The Belfast Library aud Society for Promoting Knowledge. 

No. 93. — The Parochial Schools of hire Diocese of Ardagh (Consent Scheme). 

No. 94. — The Limerick Endowment for Technical Education. 

No. 95. — The Leamy Endowment, in the County and City of Limerick. 

No. 96. — The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Clogher (Consent Scheme). 

No. 97. — The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of tha 
Presbytery of Carrickfergus (Consent Scheme). 

No. 98. — Hugh Henry Boyd’s Endowment, Belfast (Consent Scheme), 

and instructions were given as to the mode of publication. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 

N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


Wm. O’Brien, 

September 23, 1890. 
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August 5, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Mollot, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of meeting of August 1 read and confirmed. 

Dr. Traill’s Protest as to the Draft .Schemes for the Limerick Endowments was com- 
municated, and Dr. Traill was authorized, on completing it, to send it out from the office 
as coming from himself. 

Letter (Aug. 4) read from the Right Rev. Samuel Shone, Lord Bishop of Kilmore, 
sending names of Governing Body to be inserted in the Draft Scheme for the Parochial 
Schools of the Diocese of Ardagh. 

Ordered : — 

That his Lordship be thanked for his letter, 

Letter (Aug 4) read from Rev. W. Todd Martin, ll.d., Convener of the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, sending the name of Rev. G. Lccky to be inserted 
on the Raphoe Protestant Local Board in the Royal Schools Scheme, in place of Rev. 
W. L. Berkeley. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


Wm. O’Bbien, 

September 23, 1890. 


September 23, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present:— Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Dr. Traill, 

Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of two preceding meetings were read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

The dork of the Privy Council, Dublin Castle (Aug 4), remitting the Scheme for the 
Phihsborough Sunday and Daily Schools, Dublin, with a declaration by the Lord Lieutenant 
in Council. 

Rev. Matthew Ryan, C.C., sending Resolutions passed at a meeting of the tenants on the 
Erasmus Smith’s Schools property, held in the town of Tipperary on August 6. 

B. R. Balfour, d.l. (Sept 2), desires the Mcllifont School to be included in the Schedule to 
the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. 

The Secretary Treasury (Sept 10), stating that the Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s 
Treasury raise no objection to clause 7 as in the Further Amended Scheme for the Ulster Royal 
School Endowments. 

The Secretary Board of Works (Sept 11), as to supplies for alterations, &c., required in 
the Office for the period 1891-2. 

Rev. C. Ormsby Wiley (Sept. 19), sends specimen Scheme and Schedule of Endowments to 
be drawn up for the Dioceses of Killala and Achonry. 

Rev. James Mecke (Sept. 18), as to the Scheme for the Presbytery of Newiy. 

Rev. Andrew Patton (Sep. 19), as to the Scheme for the Presbytery of Ballymena. 

Rev. W. Moore Morgan (Sept. 22), as to the Scheme for the Diocese of Armagh. 

The following letters were read, and replies, as already sent, were approved : — 

Messrs. J. H. Moore and Son (Aug. 2), as to the Mellifonb School mentioned in the 
Schedule to the Armagh Diocesan Scheme. [£., 

Colonel Wm. Kemmis (Aug. 4), asking that his letter of July 24th be returned to him. 

Frederick Saunderson (Aug. 8), as to the Scheme for Joseph Brown’s Endowments. 

F. W. M‘Carthy (Aug. 9), as to the Roxborough Road School buildings. 

Rev. J. M'Neece (Aug. 11). 

Rev. Samuel M. Moore (Aug. 11). 
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Rev. L. A. Pooler (Aug. 11), as to tlie Scheme for the Parochial Schools of Down 
and Connor and Dromore. 

Rev. W. B. Lindsay ( Aug. 11), as to any Scheme for the Erasmus Smith’s Endow- 
ments. 

The Right Rev. the Lord Bishop of Ossory (Sept. 13), giving name of present repre- 
sentative of Hugh Gumming, in reference to the D’lsraeli’s School, Rathvilly. 

The Secretiu-ies, Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests (Aug. 13), asking for 
extract from Miss Anne Hall’s Will relating to distribution of seeds to poor tenants. 

John R. M'Connell (Aug. 18), os to tho Scheme for the Southwell Charity and the 
Parochial Schools, Downpatrick. 

A. Wilson (Aug. 30) asks for extracts from the Will or Deed of the late Mrs. Drelincourt, 
as set forth in Scheme No. 50. 

J ohn C. Pounden (Sept. 3), ashing for copies of the Scheme, as finally approved, for the 
Parochial Schools oE the Diocese of Ferns. 

Rev. George Shaw (Sept. 9), as to the appointment of an Auditor to audit the accounts of 
the Presbyterian Sabbath School Society. 

James Quinn (Sept. 14), asking for a copy of the evidence taken at Limerick last October. 
Edward C. Hamilton (Aug. — ), as to the Scheme for Morgan’s School, Oastlekuock. 

The following letters were read, and replies, as drafted, were ordered to be sent : — 

Rev. J. H. Monahan (Aug. 14), as to a Scheme for tlio Clergy Daughters School, Dublin. 
Rev. It. J. Ford (Aug. 15), addressed to Dr. Traill, as to an Endowment for Castlerea School. 
Rev. John Kinghan (Aug. 19), as to a Scheme for the Endowments belonging to the Asso- 
ciation for the Employment of the Blind, Belfast. 

Frederick Saunderson (Aug. 20), as to the Scheme for Joseph Brown’s Endowments, 
Clause 24. 

Rev. J. A. Smith, Clerk of the Cork Presbytery (Sept. 22), asking within what period 
application may he made for a Scheme. 

Rev. J. Davidson (Aug. 18), Clerk of the Monaghan Presbytery, asking within what 
period application may be made for a Scheme. 

Rev. William Jolmston (Aug. 6), as to a Scheme for the Brown-street Schools, Belfast. 

The Most Rev. Dr. Donnelly, Lord Bishop of Ologher (Sept. 16), enclosing extract from the 
last Report of the Commissioners of Education with reference to the Portora Royal School. 

Letters read from the following Clerks of Presbyteii.es, asking for Schemes : — 

Rev. J. Davidson (Aug. 7), Presbytery of Monaghan. 

Rev. S. Graham (Aug. 12), Presbytery of Dromore. 

Rev. J. J ackson (Aug. 20), Presbytery of Route. 

Rev. J. A. Smith (Sept. 17), Presbytery of Cork. 

The usual letters asking for particulars directed to be sent in reply. 

Letter (Sept. 13) read from the Right Honorable Baron Harlech, as to the Scheme 
published for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ardagh. 

Ordered ; — 

That this letter be brought up with the other objections at the next meeting. 

Further correspondence between Lord Justice FitzGibbon and Mr. R. W. A. Holmes, C.B., 
Treasury Remembrancer, with reference to Clause 7 of the Ulster Royal School Scheme 
was submitted to the Commission and read. 

Correspondence between Lord Justice FitzGibbon and Sir William Quartus Ewart, 
Bart., with reference to the Draft Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of 
Down, Connor, o,nd Dromore, was submitted to the Commission and read. 

Letter (Aug. 8) read from Joseph J. Murphy, Diocesan Secretary, also with reference 
to the Draft Scheme. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letters read from the following persons as to a local inquiry, with regard to the Draft 
Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment : — 

The Right Hon. the Earl of Carysfort, k.p. (Sept. 22). 

Colonel Wm. Kemmis, j.p. (Sept. 22). 

Robert Philpot (Sept. 20). 

The Commissioners fixed a Public Sitting to he held at the Woodenbridge on Saturday, 
October 25, at 12 o’clock noon, to consider the objections lodged against the Carysfort 
Royal School Scheme ; it was ordered : — 

That notice of same be given to the persons above mentioned, and to all other persons 
interested. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

September 25, 1890. 
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September 25, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin^’’ 

Present Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read ; — 

Rev. John Finlay (Sept. 23) giving name for Governing Body in Leighlin Diocesan 
Scheme, in place of the late Right Hon. Arthur M'Murrough Kavanagh. 

Proprietor, Recess Hotel, as to accommodation for Commissioners. 

Very Rev. the Dean of Cloyne (Sept. 20 and 23), as to Scheme No. CC, the Parochial 
Schools, &c., of the Diocese of Cork, Cloyne, and RiSss. 

Rev. A. M'Creery, Clerk of the Comber Presbytery (Sept. 24), asking -within, 
what period application may be made for u Scheme. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

The Commissioners made the following arrangements, subject to tbe approval of 
Mr. Justice O’Brien, for the holding of Public Sittings, commencing October 11th, in 
the following localities : — Castlorea, Newport (County Mayo), Ballynakill, Loughrea, 
Limerick, Tralee, Cork, and Woodenbridge (County Wicklow) ; and instructions were 
given to the Assistant Secretary to have the following advertisement inserted in the 
Dublin papers, and also, so far as it concerns each district, in tbe local papers : — 


Notice is hereby given that the Commissioners will hold Public Sittings at tho following 
places, on the days and at the hours named, for the purpose of taking evidence, and considering 
objections to published Schemes, respecting the under-mentioned Endowments : — • 

Castlerea. — S aturday, October 11, 1890. 

At the Courthouse, at 11.15 A.M. 

Castlerea School (Lord Mount Sandford’s Bequest). 

Newport (Co. Mayo).— M onday, October 13, 1890. 

At the Courthouse, at 11 a.m. 

Newport Parochial School 


Ballynakill, Clifden.— 1 Tuesday, October 14, 1890. 

At the Rockfield Institution, at 1 p.m. 

The Rockfield Institution, Lyons’ Endowment. (Further Inquiry). 

Loughrea.— T hursday, October 16, 1890. 

At the Courthouse, at 1 p.m. 

The Lyons’ Endowment. (Inquiry as to claim of Loughrea). 

Ulerton School (Parsons P erase Charity). (Further Inquiry). 

Limerick.— F riday, October 17, 1890. 

At the Courthouse, at 10.30 a.m. 

No. 90. — The Diocesan Sohools and Banagher Royal School Endowments, — (Limerick Diocesan. 
School). 

No. 94. — The Limerick Endowment for Technical Education. 

No, 95. — The Leamy Endowment. 

(To consider Objections to published Schemes). 

Tralee. — S aturday, October 18, 1890. 

At the Courthouse, at 2.45 p.m. 

The Jeffers Educational Endowment. 

Cork. — M onday, October 20, 1890. 

At the Courthouse, at 12.30 p.m. 

No. 62. — The Munster Dairy School and Agricultural Institute. 

(To consider Objections to published Scheme). 
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Wooden bridge (Co. Wicklow).— Saturday, October 25, 1890. 
At the Woodenbridgo Hotel, at 12 Noon. 

No. 86. — The Carysfort Royal School Endowment. 

(To consider Objections to published Scheme). 


At the above-mentioned sittings the Commissioners will receive evidence with respect to 
these and other Endowments from persons interested in education. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


N; D. Murphy, ' 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

September 25, 1890. 


September 26, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day at the Office, 28, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Rev. Dr. Molloy, Professor Dougherty. 
Minutes of two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

Rev. J ohn Stewart (Sept. 25) sends amendments to the Draft Sohome for the Presbytery of 
Carrickfergus Endowments. 

Colonel Wm. Kernmis (Sept. 25) stating he will endeavour to attend the Inquiry at the 
Woodenbridge, Co. Wicklow, on Saturday, October 25, 1890. 

Rev. Stewart Dickson (Sept. 24) asking for a copy of the Scheme for the Parochial Schools 
of Down and Connor, and Dromore. 

The Assistant Secretary reported that Mr. Justice O’Brien agrees to the Circuit List as 
settled. 


The Co mmis sioners fixed Public Sittings to be held on October 31st and November 1st 
with reference to the following Endowments : — 

October 31, Killinchy, Co. Down — 

Killinchy School Endowment ; 

November 1, at Bally castle, Co. Antrim — 

Sharpe’s Bequest ; 

and notice of the above was directed to be sent to all parties interested. 

Questions connected with the Draft Scheme for Anahilt Endowed Sohool, and the 
objections thereto, considered, and letters, as drafted, were ordered to he sent to the 
following : — David W. Shaw, Secretary ; Andrew Clements, Principal ; and Major H. S. 
M'Clintock, Agent to the Duke of Downshire. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


William O’Brien, 

September 30, 1890. 


September 30, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commission held this day, at 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Lord Justice FitzGibbon, Mr. Justice O’Brien, Rev. Dr. Molloy. 
Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letters read : — 

John Redington (Sept. 29), as to use of Courthouse at Loughrea on October 16. 

F. St. C. Hobson (Sept. 29), as to use of Courthouse at Limerick on October 17. 
Thomas C. Goodman (Sept. 29), as to use of Courthouse on October 18. 

J. Gale (Sept. 29), as to use of Courthouse at Cork on October 20. 

Thomas F. Ruttledge (Sept. 29), as to use of Courthouse at Oastlerea on Octobor 11, 

G. James (Sept. 29), as to the use of the Courthouso at Oastlerea on October 11. 

m 2 
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Letter also read : — 

The Most Rev. Dr. Coffey, Lord Bishop of Kerry (Sept. 29), as to the Jeffers Educational 
Endowment, Tralee. 

Rev. M. W. Jellett, ll.d. (Sept. 27), as to the Morgan’s School, Castleknock. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

Letter (Sept. 27) read from C. Sheldon. Chairman of the Congregational Union of 
Ireland, as to the Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments, and asking for a copy 
of the Scheme. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be Bent, with a copy of the Scheme. 

Letters enclosing Objections to the several Schemes mentioned below read from — 

Rev. S. A. Robertson and others, to the Schemes for No. 90, Limerick Diocesan School ; 
No. 94, Limerick Endowment for Technical Education; and No. 95, The Loamy 
Endowment. 

Very Rev. Thomas Head, s.J. (Sept. 27), to the Scheme, No. 95, The Limerick Endowment 
for Technical Education. 

VeryRov. Dean Bunbury, on behalf of the Board of Governors of Loamy's School (Sept. 29) 
to the Scheme, No. 95, The Leamy Endowment. 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

It was ordered : — 

That all objections received to the three Limerick Schemes, Nos. 90, 94, and 95, be printed* 
and copies sent to all the parties interested. 

Letter (Sept. 29) read from Patrick S. Connolly, Solicitor, asking for a copy of the 
Objections lodged to the Scheme for the Leamy Endowment for Technical Education. 

Ordered : — 

That Mr. Connolly he informed that a copy will he sent when printed. 

Letter as to the Killinchy School, County Down, read from : — 

John Mulligan, Solicitor (Sept. 19). 

Rev. L. Paul T. Ledoux (Sept. 20). 

Replies, as drafted, ordered to be sent 

The Assistant Secretary was directed to write in terms as drafted to the Secretary of 
the Commissioners of Education, enclosing copy of correspondence between tbe Most 
Rev. Dr. Donnelly, Lord Bishop of Clogher, and the Commission, with reference to the 
Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments. 


The Commissioners adjourned. 


N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


William O’Biuen, 

October 3, 1890. 
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PART III. 

MINUTES OF THE JUDICIAL COMMISSIONERS. 


October II, 1839. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Mr. Charles Ryan appointed to take a shorthand report of the sittings of the Commis- 
sion to be held at Limerick on Friday, October 25, and following day. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

November 14, 1889. 

Vm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


November 14, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Presbyterian Sabbath 
School Society were considered, and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent, with a 
revised copy of the Scheme, to the Rev. George Shaw, d.d., Honorary Secretary. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 
November 16, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary 7 . 


November 16, 1889. 

Meeting of the J udicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Tire objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for Bishop Hodson's Grammar 
School, Elpliin, were considered, and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent, with a 
revised copy of the Scheme, to the following parties interested : — 

Very Rev. William Warburfcon, Dean of Elpliin. 

Venerable A. M. Kearney, Archdeacon of Elphin. 

The Honorary Secretary, St. John’s Select V estry, Sligo. 

The Honorary Secretary, Select Vestry, Calrv, County Sligo. 

Sir Robert Hodson, Bart. 

Revised copies of the Schemes for the following Endowments 'were ordered to ha 
prepared : — 

No. G7. The Southwell School Endowment, Kinsale. 

No. 68. Sheil Charity, Rochfort Bridge. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

November 20, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


November 18, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held thin day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Southwell Charity and the 
Parochial Schools, Downpatrick, were considered, and a revised copy of the Scheme waa 
ordered to be prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

November 20, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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November 19, 1S89. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Gilson Schools, Oldcastle, 
•were considered, and a revised copy of the Scheme was ordered to be prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. November 20, 1889. 


November 20, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 28, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for Guy’s Free School, Ballymena, 
were considered, and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent, with a revised copy of 
the Scheme, to the Rev. John Gibson, Clerk of the Ballymena Presbytery, and Rev. 
Charles Davey, Minister of First Ballymena Presbyterian Church. 

The revised Scheme for Bishop Hodson’s Grammar School, Blphin, with tho letter 
received thereon from Very Rev. Wm. Wnrburton, Dean of Elphin, was considered, and 
the Scheme was finally approved. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. November 23, 1889. 


November 22, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Ballymena Academy 
were considered, and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent, with a revised copy of 
the Scheme, to the following parties interested : — 

Rev. the Clerk of the Ballymena Presbytery. 

Alex. Caruth, Hon. Secretary of Subscribers. 

The Clerk of the Ballymena Town Commissioners. 

Messrs. Bell, Stewards, and May, Solicitors for Sir Hugh Adair. 

Rev. Robert King, m.a., Head Master. 

"Very Rev. John W. Murray, Dean of Connor. 

A revised copy of the Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Meath, and 
the Preston School, Navan, was ordered to be prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. November 23, 1889. 


November 23, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The revised Scheme for the Southwell Charity, and the Parochial Schools, Downpatrick, 
was considered, and a letter as drafted was directed to be sent, with a revised copy of 
the Scheme, to the following parties interested : 

The Right Hon. Colonel Forde. 

Wm. Johnston, m.p. 

Wm. N. Wallace, d.l. 

Rev. T. Blackwood Pr ice, Rector of Downpatrick. 

The revised Scheme for the Southwell School Endowment, Kinsale, was considered 
and finally approved. 

The revised Scheme for the Presbyterian Sabbath School Society for Ireland, with the 
letter received with reference thereto from Rev. George Shaw, D.D., was considered and 
finally approved. 

. The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for Kilkenny College were con- 
sidered, and a revised copy of the Scheme was ordered to be prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. November 27, 1889. 
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November 25, 1889, 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 


The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Irish Non-Subscribing 
Presbyterian Orphan Society were considered, and a revised copy of the Scheme was 
ordered to be prepared. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 
November 27, 1889. 


November 26, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Cashel Corporation School 
Endowments were considered, and a revised copy of the Scheme was ordered to be 
prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 
November 27, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


November 27, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The revised Schemes for the Gilson Schools, Oldcastle, and for the Sheil Charity, 
Rochfort Bridge, were considered and finally approved. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the 
Diocese of Cork were considered, and a revised copy of the Scheme was ordered to be 
prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary, November 30, 1889. 


November 29, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Cashel Deanery Schools 
were considered, and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent, with a revised copy of the 
Scheme, to the following parties interested — 

Very Rev. Dean Leech, and Messrs. H. Dix <fc Sons, Solicitors to the Incorporated Society 
for promoting Protestant Schools in Ireland. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Strabane Academy were 
considered, and a revised copy of the Scheme was ordered to be prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. November 30, 1889. 


November 30, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The Scheme framed by the Judicial Commissioners for the future government and 
management of the following Endowment was signed : — 

No. 68. The Sheil Charity, Rochfort Bridge. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Scheme to the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant for His Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 

The revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Cork was considered, 
and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent, with a revised copy of the Scheme, to 
the Lord Bishop of Cork and to the Cork Diocesan Secretary. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 
December 4, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 
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* December 2, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the 
Diocese of Ferns were considered, and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent, with a 
revised copy of the Scheme, to John C. Pounden, Secretary Diocesan Council of Ferns. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Cashel Corporation School 
Endowments were considered, and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent, with a 
revised copy of the Scheme, to the following parties interested : 

The Clerk to the Cashel Town Commissioners. 

Thomas Laffan, M.D. 

Andrew Mulcahy. 

The Most Rev. Dr. Crokc, Archbishop of Cashel. 

Very Rev. Dean Kinane, r.P., Cashel. 

Revised copies of the Schemes for the following Endowments were ordered to be 
prepared : — 

No. 64. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the Presby- 
tery of Dublin. 

No. 78. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the cave of the Presby- 
tery of Banbridge. 

The revised Scheme for the Irish Non-Subscribing Presbyterian Orphan Socioty was 
considered and finally approved. 

The revised Scheme for the Ballymena Academy was considered, with the letters 
received thereon from : — 


Rev. R. King, Head Master ; 

Alexander Caruth, Honorary Secretary of Subscribers : 

Messrs. Bell, Stewards, and May, Solicitors for Sir Hugh Adair ; 


and the Scheme was finally approved. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


G-erald FitzGibbon, 

December 4, 1889. 


December 4, 1889. 


Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

A letter, as drafted, was directed to bo sent, with a revised copy of the Scheme for the 
Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Limerick, to the Lord Bishop of Limerick and to the 
Rev. James Dowd, Diocesan Secretary, informing them that if a sufficient, number of 
consents can be supplied before December 1 8 inst., the Scheme may be signed before the 
Christinas holidays, otherwise it may be indefinitely delayed. 

The revised Scheme for the Strabanc Academy was considered, and a letter as drafted 
was directed to be sent, with a revised copy of the Scheme, to the following persons 
interested : — 

Rev. John Irwin, Secretary of the Academy, and jEneas Kerr, it. A., Head Master. 

The Amended Scheme for the Ulster Royal School Endowments was considered, 
with the letters received thereon from : — 

Venerable the Archdeacon of Armagh (November 30), on behalf of the Armagh Diocesan 
Council; 

Rev. J ackson Smyth, d.d. (November SO), on behalf of the Presbyterians of Armagh ; 

Rev. W. Todd Martin (November 30) on behalf of the Intermediate Education Committee 
of the General Assembly ; 

William Paul and Rev. W. M'Mullen (December 2), on behalf of the members of the 
Methodist Church in Ireland ; “* 

and the Amended Scheme was finally approved. 

Replies, as drafted, to the above letters were ordered to he sent. 

The revised Draft Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne, and 
Ross, with the letters received thereon from the Lord Bishop of Cork and the Diocesan 
Secretary, were considered, and the Scheme was finally approved. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 6, 1889. 
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December 6, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Revised copies of the Schemes for the following Endowments were ordered to be 
prepared: — 

No. 75. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the 
Presbytery of Ballybay. 

No. 79. Joseph Brown’s Endowments, Ballyhalbert. 

The revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ferns, with the obser- 
vations received thereon from the Diocesan Secretary, were considered. 

The revised Scheme for Guy’s Free School, Ballymena, with the observations received 
thereon from Rev. John Gibson, Clerk of the Ballymena Presbytery, and from Rev. 
Charles Davcy, Minister of Congregation of First Presbyterian Church, Ballymena, were 
considered. 


Schemes framed by the Judicial Commissioners for the future government and manage- 
ment of the following Endowments were signed : — 

No. 84. The Commissioners of Education in Ireland and the Ulster Royal Schools (Amended 
Scheme). 

No. 70. The Orphan Society of the Association of Non-subscribing Presbyterians. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Schemes to the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant for His Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 14, 1889. 


December 9, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Schemes framed by the Judicial Commissioners for the future government and manage- 
ment of the following Endowments were signed : — 

No. 56. The Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 

No. 69. Bishop Hodson’s Grammar School, Elphin. 

No. 78. The Sabbath School Society for Ireland in connection with the Presbyterian Church. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Schemes to the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant for His Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 14, 1889. 

"Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


December 10, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The revised Scheme for Guy’s Free School, Ballymena, was considered and finall y 
approved. 

The revised Scheme for the Southwell Charity and the Parochial Schools, Dublin, was 
considered, with the letters received, relating thereto, from : — 

Wm. J ohnston, M.P. ; 

Rev. T. Blackwood Price, m.a. ; 

Right Hon. Colonel Forde ; 

Wm. N. Wallace 


and the Scheme was finally approved. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 14, 1889. 
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Decetnber 12, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

@i*The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for the Gwyn and Young 
Endowments were considered, and a revised copy of the Scheme was ordered to be 
prepared. 

The revised Scheme for Kilkenny College was considered and amended. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 14, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


j December 13, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for St. Stephen’s Hospital, Cork, 
were considered, and a letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent with a revised copy of 
the Scheme to Thos. H. Jermyn, Secretary to Trustees of the Hospital. 

A revised copy of the Scheme for Rainey School, Magherafelt, was ordered to be 
prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 14, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


December 14, 1889- 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the five preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The revised Schemes for the Endowments of the Congregations under the care of the 
Presbytery of Banbridge, and for Joseph Brown’s Endowments, Co. Down, were considered 
and finally approved. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 18, 1889. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


December 1G, 1889. 

Mooting of the J udioial Commissioners hold this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

A letter, as drafted, was directed to be sent to John C. Pounden, Secretary, Diocesan 
Council, with reference to the revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of 
Ferns, and to his letter of the 20th ultimo. 


Letter (Dec. 14) read from Patrick Ryan, Solicitor to the Cashel Town Commissioners, 
as to the revised Scheme for the Cashel Corporation School Endowments. 

Reply, as drafted, ordered to bo sent. 

With reference to the revised Scheme for the Ballymena Academy the Secretary wa3 
directed to write to Messrs. Bell, Stewards and May, Solicitors, asking them to return the 
copy of the revised Scheme with Sir Hugh Adair’s observations thereon. 

With reference to the revised Scheme for Kilkenny College, the Secretary was 
directed to send Mr. James Poe and the Lord Bishop of Ossory a copy of Mr. Hosford’s 
letter of the 14th instant and enclosed report, and to ask them to furnish a report from 
'those interested in the Endowment as to the amount now required for dilapidations and 
repairs of Kilkenny College. : 

l^With reference to the revised Scheme for the Strabane Academy, the Secretary was 
directed to write to Rev. John Irwin, Secretary, and iEneas Kerr, Esq., Head Master, 
ask i ng", them to return the copies of the revised Scheme sent them on December 9, with 
their observations. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

December 18, 1889. 
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December 17, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

Minutes of tho preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

The revised Scheme for the Gwyn and Young Endowments was considered, and a 
letter, as drafted, with a copy of the revised Scheme, was directed to be sent to Messrs. 
F. and K. Reid, Solicitors to the Gwyn Trustees, and to John F. Cooke, B.L., on behalf of 
the Young Trustees. 

The revised Scheme for Kilkenny College was considered, and a letter, as drafted, was 
directed to be sent, with a copy of the revised Scheme, to the following parties interested : — 

The Most Noble the Marquess of Ormonde ; 

The Right Rev. the Lord Bishop of Ossory ; 

John H. Nunn, law agent, t.o.d. ; 

Very Rov. tlio Dean of Ossory ; 

Thomas F. M'Hroy, Esq. j 

J ames Poe, Esq. ; and 

Thomas Poe Hosford, Solicitor, representing the late Mr. Weir. 

The revised Scheme for the Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the 
care of the Presbytery of Dublin, was considered and finally approved. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. December 18, 1889. 


December 18, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin, 

Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The Scheme framed by the Judicial Commissioners for the future government and 
management of the following Endowment was signed 

No. 67. The Southwell School Endowment, Co. Cork. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Scheme to the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant for His Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 

Tho Scheme for the Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of 
the Prosbytery of Ballybay was further considered and finally approved. 

The Scheme for the Rainey School, Magherafelt, was further considered. 

The objections and amendments to the Draft Scheme for tho Phibsborough Sunday 
and Daily Schools, Dublin, were considered, and a revised copy of the Scheme was ordered 
to be prepared. 

Arrangements were made for closing the Office during the usual Christmas Holidays — 
December 24 to January 3, inclusive. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. December 21, 1889. 


December 20, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

A revised copy of the Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Leighlin was 
ordered to be prepared. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. December 21, 1889. 


December 21, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Schemes framed by the Judicial Commissioners for the future government and manage- 
ment of the following Endowments were signed : — 

No. 43. County Antrim — Guy’s Free School, Ballymena. 

No. 44. County Antrim — The Ballymena Academy. . . 

No. 64. Presbytery of Dublin— Endowments of and belonging to the Congregations under 
the care of the Presbytery of Dublin. 

No. 67. County of Cork — The Southwell School Endowment, Kin sale. 

No. 74. County of Down — The Southwell Charity and the Parochial Schools/ Downpatrick. 

n 2 
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No. 75. Presbytery of BaUybay — Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under 
the care of the Presbytery of Ballybay. 

No. 78. Presbytery of Banbridge — The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations 
under the' care of the Presbytery of Banbridge. 

No. 79. County of Down — Joseph Brown’s Endowments, County Down. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Schemes to the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant for His Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 

The revised Scheme for St. Stephen’s Hospital, Cork, with the observations received 
thereon from Thomas H. Jermyn, Secretary to Trustees of Hospital, were considered, and 
the Scheme was finally approved. 

The revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Meath, and the Preston 
School, Navan, was considered, and a letter as drafted was directed to be sent, with a copy 
of the revised Scheme, to the Rev. James B. Keene, M.A., Diocesan Secretary. 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


Gerald FitzGibbon, 

January 3, 1890. 


December 23, 1889. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at 10, Merrion Square, Dublin. 

The Scheme for the Bertrand Female Orphan School was amended in accordance with 
the Declaration of the Lord Lieutenant dated December 21, 1889, and a revised copy of 
the Scheme was ordered to be prepared. 

The revised Scheme for the Phibsborougb Sunday and Daily Schools, Dublin, was con- 
sidered and amended. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

January 3, 1890. 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


January 3, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The Scheme framed by the Judicial Commissioners for the future government and 
management of the following Endowments was signed : — 

No. 66. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Cork, Cloyne and Ross, Bishop Crowe’s 
School, Cloyne ; and other Endowments in the Dioceses of Cork, Cloyne and Ross. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Scheme to the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant for His Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 

The Schemes for the following Endowments were further considered and amended : — 
No. 29. The Phibsborongh Sunday and Daily Schools, Dublin. 

No. 48. The Rainey School, Magherafelt. 

No. 55. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Meath, &c. 


With regard to the Scheme for the Cashel Corporation Endowments, the Secretary was 
directed to write, in terms as drafted, to the Town Clerk of Cashel with reference to the 
representation of the Town Commissioners on the proposed Governing Body. 

Letter (Jan: 2) read from the Right Rev. Dr. Walsh, Lord Bishop of Ossory, as to the 
revised Scheme for Kilkenny College. 

The Secretary was directed to telegraph to the Bishop stating that the Commissioners have 
adopted the suggestions of the present Trustees of the College, and asking his lordship to 
send his observations on -the Architect's Report. 


The Secretary was directed to write, in terms as drafted, in reply to the letter dated 
November 14, 1889, from Sir West Ridgeway, Under Secretary, sending an estimate of the 
probable expenditure of the Commission for the year 1890-91, and also a statement of the 
progress of the Commission. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 


Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. 


January 11, 1890. 
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January 6, 1890. 

Meeting of the J udicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The revised Scheme for the Gwyn and Young. Endowments, Londonderry, with the 
letter received thereon from John F. Cooke, one of the Young Trustees, was considered, 
and the Scheme was finally approved. 

Gerald FitzGibbo:, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. January 11, 1890. 


January 10, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Four Courts, Dublin. 

The revised Schemes for the following Endowments were considered, and finally 
approved : — 

No. 27. Bertrand Female Orphan School. (Amended.) 

No. 29. Pliihsborough Sunday and Doily Schools. 

No. 48. Rainey’s School, Magherafelt. 

No. GO. The Cashel Deanery Schools. 

The revised Scheme for the Cashel Corporation Endowments, with the letters received 
thereon from : — 

The Most Rev. Dr. Croke, Archbishop of Oashel ; 

Very Rev. Dean Kinane, p.p., Cashel ; and 
Thomas Laffan, m.d. ; 

wa3 considered, and the Scheme was finally approved. 

The revised Scheme for Kilkenny College, with the letters received thereon from : — 
The Right Rev. William Pakenham Walsh, Lord Bishop of Ossory ; and 
James Poe flosford, acting for the Representatives of the late Mr. Weir; 
was considered, and the Scheme was finally approved. 

The revised Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Meath and the Preston 
School, Navan, with the letter received from the Rev. J. B. Keene, Diocesan Secretary, 
was considered, and the Scheme was finally approved. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. January 11, 1890. 


January 11, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Schemes framed by the Judicial Commissioners for the future government and manage- 
ment of the following Endowments were signed : — 

No. 27. The Bertrand Female Orphan School, Dublin. (Amended Scheme.) 

No. 29. The Phibsborough Sunday and Daily Schools, Dublin. 

No. 46. Kilkenny College. 

No. 48. Ramey’s School, Magherafelt. 

No. 55. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Meath ; the Preston School, Navan ; and 
other Endowments in the Diocese of Meath. 

No. 59. The Cashel Corporation School Endowments. 

No. 60. The Cashel Deanery Schools. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Schemes to the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord lieutenant for His Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. January 11, 1890. 


January 14, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 28, Nassau street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the preceding meeting read and Confirmed- 

Schemes framed by the Judicial Commissioners for tke-future government and manage- 
ment of the following Endowments were signed : — 

No. 24. The Gwyn and Young Endowments, Londonderry. 

No. 78. The Parochial Schools of the Diocese of Ferns. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Schemes to the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant for His Excellency's approval, with the usual letter. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. February 22, 1890. 
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February 22, 1890* 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioner held this day at 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Letter (Feb. 20) read from John C. Pounden, Secretary, Diocesan Council of Ferns, as 
to an error in clause 6 of the Scheme for the Parochial Schools of that Diocese, now- 
before the Lord Lieutenant. 


That the following communication be sent to the Clerk of the Privy Council, Dublin 
Castle : — 

In the Ferns Diocesan Scheme, No. 7", clause 6, line 5 (page 6), the word " Board,” whore 
it secondly occurs, should be “ Diocesan Synod.” The alteration was made by a clerical error, 
without the authority of the Judicial Commissioners, and escaped observation. The words 
" Diocesan Synod " were in the Draft Scheme as finally approved, and should be restored. 


Signed, 


(Gerald FitzGibbon. 
(William O’Brien. 


and that Mr. Pounden be informed that the clerical error referred to will be rectified on 
the Scheme being provisionally approved, iu case no objection is lodged to same within 
the prescribed time. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. April 30, 1890. 


April 9, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Mr. Francis H. Wayland appointed to take a shorthand report of the Public Sittings 
of the CimmLssion to be held at the Office, on Thursday, April 10, and on Friday, 11, 
at the Court House, Navan. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. April 30, 1890. 


April 30, 1890. 

Meeting of tho Judicial Commissioners held this day .it the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Mr. Andrew Dunlop appointed to take a shorthand report of the Public Sitting 
of the Commission to be held on Friday, May 2, at the Court House, Longford. 

Gerald FitzGibbon. 

Wm, Edward Ellis, Secretary. June 20, 1890. 


June 20, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of previous meeting read and confirmed. 

It was ordered : — 

1. That the sittings of the Commission shall be adjourned, for vacation, from Saturday, 
August 9, to Monday, September 22. 

2. That the Office of the Commission shall be open for the transaction of business on 
Tuesdays and Fridays, during above period, from eleven to one only. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. August 1, 1890. 


August 1, 1890» ■ 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of previous meeting read and confirmed. 

Mr. Augustine Short appointed to take a shorthand report of the Public Sitting of-the 
Commission to be held at the Office, on Saturday, August 2, 1890. 

Gelald FitzGibbon, 

Wm. Edward Ellis, Secretary. August 6, 1890. 
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August 6, 1890 

Meeting of tbe Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

The Amended Schemes for Kilkenny College and for the Phibsborough Sunday and 
Daily Schools, Dublin, "were considered and finally approved. 

The Amended Scheme for the Gilson Schools, Oldcastle, was considered and dually 
approved. 

Letter (July 29) read from Rev. W. P. Kearney, Roman Catholic Chaplain to the 
Schools, as to the proposed alteration in conformity with the Declaration of the Lord 
Lieutenant in Council. 

A reply, as drafted, ordered to be scut. 

The Further Amended Scheme for altering the constitution of the Commissioners of 
Education in Ireland, and for the future government and management of the Endowments 
of the Ulster Royal Schools, was considered and finally approved. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

N. D. Murphy, September 23, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


August 12, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Amended Schemes framed by the Judicial Commissioners for the future government 
and management of the following Endowments were signed : — 

No. 29. The Phibsborough Simday and Daily Schools, Dublin. 

No. 46. Kilkenny College. 

No. 56. The Gilson Schools, Oldcastle. 

The Secretary was directed to forward the above Schemes to the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant for his Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

N. D. Murphy, September 23, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


August 14, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

The Further Amended Scheme framed by the Judicial Commissioners for altering the 
constitution of the Commissioners of Education in Ireland, and for the future government 
and management of the Endowments of the Ulster Royal Schools, was signed, and the 
Secretary was directed to forward the above Scheme to the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant, for His Excellency's approval, with the usual letter. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

N. D. Murphy, September 23, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


September 12, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

The objections and amendments to tbe Draft Scheme for Morgan’s School, Castleknock* 
were considered, and the Secretary was directed to write, in terms as drafted, with 
reference to the Scheme as revised, to Rev. H. Kingsmill Moore, M.A., Hon. Sec. Education 
Sub-Committee of the Standing Committee of the General Synod ; Rev. R. badleir, D.D., 
one of the proposed Governors; and Rev. Morgan W. Jellett, LLJD., Catechist of the 
Softool. _ _ 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

N. D. Murphy, September 23, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 
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September 23, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of the four preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The Scheme for DTsraeli’s School, RathviHy, was considered and finally approved. 

The Schemes for the following Endowments were considered and revised : — 

No. 3. Morgan’s School, Castleknock. 

No. 80. The Anahilt Endowed School. 

No. 82. The Donaghndee Free Sohools. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

N. D. Murphy, September 2G, 1S90. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


September 26, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

The Schemes for the following Endowments were considered and amended : — 

No. 83. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the Presbytery 
of Ballymena. 

No. 84. The Endowments of and belonging to Congregations under the care of the Presbytery 
of Newrv. 

No. 86. Arthur Smith’s Charity. 

The Assistant Secretary was directed to send a copy of the revised Scheme for Arthur 
Smith’s Charity to the Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, Lord Bishop of Meath, asking for his 
Lordship’s observations thereon before it is signed by the Judicial Commissioners. 

Gerald FitzGibbon, 

N. D. Murphy, September 30, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


September 30, 1890. 

Meeting of the Judicial Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

The Scheme for the Parochial Schools of the Diocese’of Leighlin was considered and 
revised. 

Schemes framed by the Judicial Commissioners forjthe future government and manage- 
ment of the following Endowments were signed : — 

2To. 3. — Morgan’s School, Castleknock. 

No. 80. — The Anahilt Endowed School, 

No. 81. — Disraeli's School, Rathvilly. , JMI 

No. 87.- — Ballysax Parochial School. 

The Assistant Secretary was directed to forward the above Schemes to the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant for his Excellency’s approval, with the usual letter. 

Gerald FitzGibbon. 

N. D. Murphy, October 3, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 
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PART IV. 

MINUTES OF THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONERS. 


. October 17, 1889. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 28, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Letters read : — . 

Rev. John Stewart, sending information as to the Endowments of the Presbytery of 
Ballymena. 

Rev. James Meeke as to Endowments of the Presbytery of Newry. 

Rev. Thomas Brown, p.p., as to Mungret Endowment, Lim eri c k. 

Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer, Lord Bishop of Limerick, as to employing Counsel at the 
Limerick Inquiry. 

J. C. Pounden as to consents for the Feme Diocesan Scheme. 

Replies as drafted, ordered to be sent. 

It was agreed — 

That the memorandum received from Arklow should be brought np before the full Com- 
mission at the next meeting, with a view to the settlement of tho principles upon which the 
Carysfort Royal School Endowment shall be dealt with. 

Adjourned. 

Anthony Traill, 

November 1, 1889, 

N- D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


November 1, 1889. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Offices, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present: — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

Arrangements were made for the annotation and preparation by the Assistant Com- 
missioners of the objections aruT amendments to the Draft Schemes referred to in the 
minutes of the full Commission of October 22, with a view to their being dealt with by 
the Judicial Commissioners when framing Schemes for the Endowments concerned. 

Adjourned. - . 

Gerald Molloy, 

N, D. Murphy, November 29, 1889. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


November 22, 1889. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

The principles upon which a'Scheme should be drafted for the Carysfort Royal School 
Endowments were discussed and accepted, subject to a question as to the amount of the 
yearly grant to be provided for a Schoolmaster of a School" proposed to be established, 
under Protestant management, at Sheeanamore. 

Adjourned. 

N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary 


November 27, 1889. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present :-*-Dr. Molloy, Dr.fTBAiLL- 

The heads of a Scheme for DTsraeli’s School, Bough, Rathvilly, were submitted and 
passed. '- J ■ 

Adjoymed. Gerald Molloy, 

•* N. D. Murphy, November 29, 1889. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary.' 

o 
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November 29, 1889. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 1 
Present:— Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The heads of a Scheme for the Anahilt Endowed School were submitted and passed. 
The principles on which a Scheme should be framed for the Carysfort Royal School 
Endowments were further discussed. 

Adjourned 

Anthony Traill, 

N. D. Murphy, December 4, 1889. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


December 4, 188y. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin* 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Certain points in connection with a reply proposed to he sent to a letter from Dublin. 
Castle respecting inspection were discussed 
Adjourned 

Gerald Molloy, 

N. D. Murphy, January 25, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 

December 6, 1889. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office,'23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

The heads of a Draft Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment were sub- 
mitted and discussed 
Adjourned 

Gerald Molloy, 

N. D. Murphy, January 25, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 

December 13, 1889. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

The Revised Draft Scheme for the Gwyn and Young Endowments, Londonderry, was 
considered 

The Draft Scheme for D’Israeli’s School, Rathvilly, was submitted and ordered to be 
printed. 

Adjourned 

Gerald Molloy, 

N. D. Murphy, January 25, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


January 25, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The Draft Scheme for Bally sax Parochial School was submitted and ordered to be printed. 
It was ordered : — 

That the Scheme for the Carysfort Royal School Endowment, when drafted, should be sent 
to the printer. 

It was agreed : — 

That the Draft Scheme for the Mount Alexander School, Donaghadee, and Admiral Leslie’s 
Free School, Donaghadee, should he prepared- and brought up for consideration at the next 
meeting. 

Adjourned. 

J. B. Dougherty, 

N. D. Murphy, February 7, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



REPORT. 


xcvii 


January 29, 1890, 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

A Draft Scheme for the Donaghadee Free Schools was submitted and ordered to be 
printed. 

The terms of Arthur Smith’s Charitable Bequest were discussed, and it wa3 arranged 
that a Draft Scheme should be prepared for this Endowment. 

Adjourned. 

J. B. Dougherty, 

N. D. Murphy, February 7, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


February 7, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin- 
Present : — Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

The minutes of the two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

The Draft Scheme for the Anahilt Endowed School was considered and passed, subject 
to certain points which were reserved for the opinion of Lord Justice FitzGibbon. 

The Assistant Secretary was directed to obtain information as to the particulars of the site 
of the School. 

A Draft Scheme for the Endowments of the Ballymena Presbytery was submitted and 
ordered to be printed. 

Adjourned. 

Anthony Traill, 

N. D. Murphy, February 8, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


February 8, 1890. 

Meeting of the Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

A letter, as drafted, was ordered to be written to the Clerk of the Coleraine Presbytery 
with regard to a Draft Scheme for the Educational Endowments of that Presbytery. 

A Draft Scheme for the Educational Endowments of the Newry Presbytery was 
submitted and ordered to be printed. 

Adjourned. 

Gerald Molloy, 

N. D. Murphy, February 21, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


February 21, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

The Draft Scheme for the Donaghadee Free Schools was considered and passed, subject 
to certain points which were reserved for the full Commission. 

Adjourned. 

J. B. Dougherty, 

N. D. Murpby, February 28, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 

February 22, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

A Draft Scheme, in manuscript, for Arthur Smith’s Charity was submitted and ordered 
to be printed. 

The Assistant Secretary was directed to write, in terms as drafted, to the Most Rev. Dr. 
Nulty, Lord Bishop of Meath, with regard to the Governing Body for Arthur Smith’s Charity. 
Adjourned. 

J. B. Dougherty, 

N. D. Murphy, 0 February 28, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 

.... o 2. 
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February 28, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 28, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the two preceding meetings road and confirmed. 

The Draft Scheme for the Endowments of the Ballymena Presbytery was considered 
and passed. 

Adjourned. 

Gerald Molloy, 

N. D. Murphy, ^ May 16 > 1890 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


May 16, 1890. 

Moating of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of preceding meeting read and confirmed. 

Professor Dougherty submitted a statement with regard to the Anno Hall Endowments. 

The Secretary was directed to obtain further information with regard to these 
Endowments. 

The heads of a Draft Scheme for the Endowments of Mungret College, Limerick, were 
submitted and passed, subject to the question, which was to be referred to the full 
Commission, whether, before publishing a " White Scheme,” it would not be desirable to 
communicate with the present Lessees, and ascertain from them if they would bo prepared 
either to buy the lands and buildings, except the part reserved for the site of a National 
School, for the sum of £2,500, or to rent the same for £1 25 per annum. 

Adjourned. 

[Noth. — A t a subsequent meeting of the full Commission, the above question was 
decided in the negative.] 

Anthony Traill, 

May 17, 1890. 

N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary 


May 17, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of previous meeting read and confirmed. 

The heads of a Scheme for the Tate School, Wexford, were submitted and passed, 
subject to the following objection raised by Dr. Molloy, namely : — 

That inasmuch as the Founder provided for the Mayor of Wexford being a Trustee for the 
administration of the Endowment, and that the Mayor of Wexford is constituted one of the 
Trustees in the Chancery Scheme of 1858, and again in the Chancery Scheme of 1879, and 
that, in fact, Catholic Mayors have sometimes attended-meetings of the Trustees and that 
Catholic pupils are admissible into the Institution, Dr. Molloy is of opinion that there is no 
sufficient reason for excluding the Mayor of Wexford from the Governing Body. 

The principles upon which a Schema should be framed for Anne Hall’s Charity were 
•discussed, and the heads of a Draft Scheme for that Endowment were submitted and 



■ Adjourned. 

Gerald Molloy, 

N. D. Murphy, June 21,^1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. * 
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June 11, 1890. 

Mooting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, 

The heads of a Draft JScheme for Midletoa College were submitted 'and passed, and a 
Draft Scheme ordered to be prepared. 


Acljourned. 

Gerald Molloy, 

■N. D. Murphy, June 21, 1890. 

Chief Cierk and Assistant Secretary. 


June 21, 1890. 

Mooting of the Assistant Commissioners held thi3 day at the .Q pice, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill. 

Minutes of the two preceding meetings were read and confirmed. 

The Draft Scheme for Tato’s School, Wexford, was considered, and letters were ordered 
to be written to R. W. Elgec, Solicitor, for particulars of the Endowments for the 
Schedules, and to the Secretary of the Ferns Diocesan Council for the "names of persons 
to appear in the Scheme as the first Representative Governors. 

Adjourned. 

J. B. Dougherty, 

N. D. Murphy, July 24, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


June 30, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 


The Assistant Commissioners considered the question of preparing a Scheme for the 
Bcllast Library and Society for promoting knowledge, and it was agreed that it would be 
desirable to prepare a Scheme, but that the publication should, be delayed until the result 
of a Bill now before Parliament becomes known. 


Adjourned. 

N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Cibrk and Assistant Secretary. 


J. B. Dougherty, 

July 24, 1890. 


July 4, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Professor Dougherty* 

The heads of a Scheme for the Belfast Library and Society for promoting knowledge 
were submitted and passed. 

Adjourned. 

J. B. Dougherty, 

N. D. Murphy, July 24, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


July 24, 1890. 

- Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners hold this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin* 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of the three preceding meetings read and confirmed, 
j. The heads of a Scheme for Hugh Boyd’s Endowment were submitted and passed, and 
the Scheme was ordered to be prepared and printed. . . 


Adjourned. 

N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


Gerald Molloy, 

August 1, 1890. 
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August 1, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of previous meeting Tead and confirmed. 

The Draft Scheme for the Endowments belonging to Congregations under the care of 
the Presbytery of Carrickfergus was considered and passed. 

Adjourned. 

Anthony Traill, 

N, D. Murphy, " September 24, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


August 2, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at the Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 

Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Professor Dougherty. 

The Draft Scheme for Hugh Henry Boyd’s Endowment was considered and passed. 
Adjourned. 

Anthony Traill, 

September 24, 1890. 

N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


September 24, 1890. 

Meeting of the Assistant Commissioners held this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr. Traill, Professor Dougherty. 


Minutes of two preceding meetings read and confirmed. 

A provisional circuit list for the ensuing month of October was settled and agreed to. 


The heads of a Scheme for the Brown Street Schools, Belfast, were submitted and 
Considered. 

Adjourned. 


N. D. Murphy, 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 


Gerald Molloy, 

September 25, 1890. 


September 25, 1890. 

Meeting of tho Assistant Commissioners held this day at tho Office, 23, Nassau Street, Dublin. 
Present : — Rev. Dr. Molloy, Dr, Traill, Professor Dougherty. 

Minutes of previous meeting read and confirmed. 

A letter to be written to the Clerks of the Presbyteries of Ballymena and Newry with 
regard to the Schemes for the Endowments of these Presbyteries was submitted and 
approved. 

Adjourned. 

Anthony Traill, 

N. D. Murphy, November 5, 1890. 

Chief Clerk and Assistant Secretary. 
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EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION, 

1889-90. 


APPENDIX A. 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


PUBLIC SITTING— FRIDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1889, 

At the Courthouse, Limerick. 

Present:— The Right Hon. Lord Justice FitzGibbon and the Right Hon. Lord Justice Haisr, 
Judicial Commissioners; and the Rev. Gerald Molloy, D.D., D.sc., Anthony Traill, Esq., 
ll.jx, M.D., F.T.C.D., and Professor Dougherty, m.a.. Assistant Commissioners. 


(M. J®, 1SH». 


The Assistant Secretary, N. D. Murphy, was in attendance. 


MUNGRET AGRICULTURAL SCHOOL, LE AMY'S FREE SCHOOL, AND ROXBOROUGH 
ROAD SCHOOL, LIMERICK. 

Sir Stephen. E. Do Fere, Bart., anti J. G. Barry, Esq., appeared on behalf of the Trustees of Mon grot 
College. Rov. T. Head, s.J., Rector of Mungret College, and llev. William. Honan, 8.J., appeared on behalf of 
the Jesuit Order. Very Rov. Dean B unbury and Lord Glarina. appeared on behalf of the Governing Body 
of Leaiuy’s SehooL Rev. J. F. Gregg, Principal of the Roxborough '-toad School, appeared in person. 
D. F. Browne, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, appeared on behalf of the Christian Brothers, Limerick. C. F. Doyle, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, appeared on behalf of the Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyei, Lord Bishop of Limerick. 
1\ Shelton Connolly, Solicitor, appeared on behalf of the Corporation of Limerick. 

The following were also present: — Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer, Lord Bishop of Limorick ; Lord Monteagle; 
Alexander Shaw, j.p. ; Rev. T. O’K die. 8..I., Rector, Sacred Heart College ; Rev. T. Browue, s.J. ; Rev. 
Chancellor Gubbins ; Rev. David Wilson, d.d. ; Rev. W. Baxendale ; Rev. James Dowd ; James Quinn, 
Esq., j.p. ; Jerome Counihan, J.P.; John White, d.l.; Captain Vanderkiste ; James O’Shauglinessy, st.D., and 
Colonel Maunsell. 


Lord Justice FitzGibbon made an introductory statement referring to the Memorandum of the Commissioners 
dated August 10, 1889, containing the questions for consideration at this sitting. 


MUNGRET AGRICULTURAL SCHOOL. 


1. Mr. J. G. Barry . — Would you allow me, my lord, 
to explain about the Mungret Scheme. When we 
got possession of the school, when the first lease was de- 
termined, we found that it was necessary to amend the 
scheme. We then drew up a draft scheme which is 
the scheme on the back of the lease, tha.t scheme 
was submitted to the Lord Lieutenant in Council at 
the time, and there was a delay about his sanction, 
it was finally sanctioned with the additions. 

Ix>rd Justice FitzGibbon. — They are not additions, 
they are very substantial alterations. 

Mr. J. G. Barry . — Very substantial ; but the lease 
was not to take effeot until the 1st January following. 
We had this agreement (document produced) between 
ourselves and the lessees, that if anything occurred 
which would delay the Lord. Lieutenant’s sanction of 
the new scheme, we would not be held liable for giving 
them a lease before the scheme was sanctioned. 

2. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — But the lease of 
April 12, 1 882, recites that the Treasury had concurred 
in the scheme of 1880 enabling the tr ustees to demise 
the lands and buildings. As a matter of fact, that 
scheme of 1 880 excepted the school house and build- 
ings from the power to demise, and also excepted 
such portion of the lands, not less than two acres, as 
should be used in immediate connexion with the 
school. Therefore the recital in the lease is contrary 
to the fact as regards the power to execute the lease 
at all. Then the covenant in the lease is to carry on 
the school in the manner prescribed in the scheme 
set forth in the schedule, “ with any alterations to 
be thereafter approved by the Lord Lieutenant" 
Therefore the lessees became liable to any changes 
that tho Lord Lieutenant might make, and among 


those changes there is the substantial cl muge that the 
buildings and two acres of the land should be demised 
for the purpose only of carrying on therein a school, 
for tho purposes, and under the rales and limitations 
therein specified. And one of those is that the school 
is to be opened, without religious distinction, to boys ; 
but inhabitants of the city and county of Limerick 
are to have a preference in obtaining admission, and 
boys, other than such inhabitants, are not to be re- 
ceived if there is a sufficiency of such inhabitants to 
fill the vaonnt places. Further the head master is to 
be appointed by the trustees, and all other masters 
are to be appointed and dismissed by him. Those arc 
term's put into the scheme which are inconsistent with 
the lease under which the lessees took the place. 

Most Rev. Dr. O'Dwyer, Lord Bishop of Limerick. 
— And sanctioned by the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council. 

Sir Stephen E. de Vere . — I think it would be very 
well that first we should understand to what extent 
we are to take into consideration the supposed error or 
inaccuracy in the lease, I should wish to know exactly 
how the trustees and the lessees stand with regard bo 
that lease. Is it suggested that the lease is invalid 1 
If so we shall have to consider what our relative 
positions are, and which I don’t think it necessary 
to go into at present. I think I shall be able to 
show that the lease is valid both in law and in equity. 
I have no doubt that will be tho fact if the validity of 
the comes to be considered in a court of justice. 
But before we spend our time over the question the 
trustees would wish to know whether that lease is 
impeached as to its validity, whether we are now 
to argue the question, and make our suggestions upon 
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the basis that there is an existing lease, or upon the 
basis that the present possessors are tenants from year 
to year without a lease. 

3. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— I am glad you have 
put that question in that way. You ask whether wo 
are to go on the assumption that this lease is valid 
or not valid. We have no jurisdiction to determine 
whether it is valid or not, but we have jurisdiction 
to make those now in possession secure by getting 
rid of all questions with regard to th9 lease. Thore 
are other tribunals and other modes of proceeding 
which can determine the question whether it is valid 
or not. We have got power to put an end to such 
questions, we have not |»ower to decide them. Y ou can 
judge for yourself of the risks you run. The trusts 
are here to be seen, and you know whether you are 
observing them ; there is also a question of fact 
whether thereut was calculated us the Act directed, and 
matters of that kind. The Attorney-General, or any 
of the existing trustees, or auyonc interested in the 
endowment, can at any time institute a proceeding 
in Chancery for the purpose of having the trusts 
carried out, or for the purpose of seeing whether 
this place is really used for the purposes of such a 
school as the deed contemplates ; these questions can 
then be raised and decided. But I think we threw out 
before that one of the advantages of our procedure 
is that we can get rid of litigation, and can give you, 
hi stead of this lease, a scheme which will be above 
question, and having the force of an Act of Parlia- 
ment. It is very much for yourselves to say whether 
you wish to have such a scheme or not, and for those 
who might otherwise be interested in raising these 
questions to say whether they will intervene and 
prevent them from being settled in that way. 

Sir a. de Vere . — I shall not press that any further. 
I have no doubt that the gentlemen with whom I am 
interested will assume that the present lessees are 
holding under a valid document. My principal reason 
for having raised the question was that the trustees 
have a continuous power of making other leases. 

4. Lord Justiee FitzGibbon. — They have no power 
to determine this lease unless the lessees fail to carry 
on the school in accordance with the trust. 

Sir S. de Vere . — We would liavo the power if this 


was an invalid lease of accepting a surrender, and 
making a new one. 

5. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. —But only on the 
terms of the existing scheme. 

Sir .V. de Vere . — No doubt. Nobody can be more 
anxious to maintain the existing scheme with such 
alterations as may appear fitting to you. Our great 
object is to maintain our present position. 

0. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Of course you under- 
stand that neither you nor tire Lord Lieutenant 
can go beyond the Act of 1879, and it is u condition 
affecting every scheme of the Lord Lieutenant, as 
well as every lease that all the trust property shall be 
used and applied wider the control and direction of 
the trustees to such purpose of instruction, including 
the instruction in and the promotion of agricultural 
science, as to the Lord Lieutenant may seem meet. 
That is a restriction which wo understood the parties 
were anxious to get rid of. Neither you nor the Lord 
Lieutenant have power to get rid of it. A scheme 
settled by us and sanctioned by the Lord Lieutenant 
can do so. Again you could not got rid of the pro- 
visions, that the buildings and at least two acres of the 
lauds shall be demised for the purposes only of currying 
out therein a school oj*n to boys without religious 
distinction, in which inhabitants of the city and 
county of Limerick are to have a preference. 

Sir S. de Vere . — We have desired to keep to the 
original intention. 

7. Dr. Tuaill — Don’t you think you Lave got rid of 
it pretty effectually by leasing the place to the J esuits I 

Sir de Vere . — I am quite of a different opinion, 
and I will be prepared by-and-by to convince you. 

8. Dr. Traill. — You think Protestant boys could 
be educated there by the Jesuits as in an institution 
provided for all classes “ without religions distinction!” 

Sir S. de Vere. — Certainly, hut I think you are 
going iuto a question that is rather premature. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We would he very 
glad if you would give us the heads of the arrangement 
that you think ought to be made, if any, for die future 
management of the Mungret school, by which all 
these questions should be put an end to. 

Sir ti. de Vere. — W e ha ve air eady pu t them fonvard, in 
theletter of the trusteespublishedinyourineinonuidum. 


Very K«v. 
bean Bnnbuiy, 


Yen' Rev. Dean Banbury. 


9. Before this matter proceeds further I want to say 
that from the point of view of those I represent the 
question is, what is to be done with the portion of this 
endowment which is acknowledged to belong to the 
public, whatever it maybe, I calculate it is over £7, 000. 
We are not concerned us to how the College of Mungret 
is to be conducted m the future ; we don’t desire to pro- 
pose anything that would be of disadvantage to it I 
want to impress upon all here that we are not 
desirous of interfering at all with the working of this 
college, which seems to be a success from the point 
of view of tiiose who established it. But what we 
are concerned about is that portion of the endow- 
ment which belongs to the public ; that is really the 
point that the public is interested about. We are 
interested only so far as tlie amount of this original 
endowment belonged to the public, was derived from 
public sources, and is certainly undenominational. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — No practical man would 
suggest that the £7,000, the money that was spent 
on the buildings originally, is still there ; the buildings 
are not now worth their original cost, and the £7,000 
is not still available. The first question is, what pro- 
portion of the existing property represents the public 
money. The next question is, what are the relative 
claims of the different classes of persons for which is 
was originally intended, and to a large extent the 
claims on the public property wouid now be represented 
by those who are now the lessees, they belong to the 
same denomination as the vast majority of the public 
of Limerick 

10. Lord Justice Naish. — When you refer to the 


public claims, Mi'. Dean, do you refer to the claims 
of the different religious denominations 1 

Dean Jlunbury. — Quite so. 

11. Lord J ustice N aish. — Tb en I take it you are re- 
ferring principally to what I may call the Protestant 
claim. 

Dean Bunbury . — I don’t confine the claim to the 
Protestants, I think the Roman Catholics should be 
considered in this matter too. This school was 
originally established for the benefit of the Roman 
Catholic farmers, and I am not prepared to say it was 
an utter failure. I don’t think the agricultural 
college was such an entire failure as people were led 
to believe, and I think evidence might be produced 
to show it was non a failure. I am not supposed to 
advocate the cause of the Roman Catholic party, hut 
at the same time they are my fellow countrymen, and 
I have a regard for them, and I should not like to be 
supposed to be against them in any way. 

1 2. Lord Justice Naish.— At the last sitting we had 
no evidence that the Roman Catholics were dissatisfied 
with Mungret College, nor did any one appear to 
suggest it. I don’t imagine there is anyone here to- 
day to suggest it. 

Dean Bunbury . — Then I put that aside and I claim 
for the Protestant interest. 

13. Lord Justice Naish. — As that is one of the 
matters on which I have felt a difficulty, T would like 
to know on what basis you calculate the Protestant; 
claims on Mungret. 

Dean Bunbury . — I say this sum of money was unde- 
nominational, it was for all denominations, and I am not 
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no w going to divide it, aud say, “ Sucli a sum belongs 
to the Protestants, and such a sum to the Catholics.” 

14. Lord J u.stice Naish. — We have had to deal "with 
two such cases, the Swords case, and the Royal Schools, 
and this Commission acted on the principle that if an 
educational endowment was founded for all classes, all 
classes were supposed to have equal claims on it, and, 
prima facie, in proportion to their numbers. If we 
found the two bodies could not work together, we 
allowed them to separate, and gave each body their 
share, estimated, in the first instance, by numbers. 
But if we found, on that principle, that the share 
allocated to one religious body was so small that it would 
not be of any appreciable benefit, we gave something in 
addition which would make it of appreciable benefit. 
Turning to the tables of the different religious denomi- 
nations in the city and county of Limerick the Pro- 
testant share would be something very small, about 
one-twentieth in proportion to numbers. 

Dean Bunbury. —But 1 hardly think that the ad- 
vantages ot such an institution to Protestants is to be 
measured in the way you suggest. I think the Protes- 
tants had a very great interest in this establishment, 
although they were tew, the establishment was there, and 
they had the full and entire advantage of the whole ox it. 

15. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Supjtose it were now possi- 
ble to estimate the present value ot the public endow- 
ment in Mtuigret, how would you propose to spend it 
in accordance with the public iuterests, taking into 
account the object for which it was first given. 

Dean Bunbury . — It has been suggested in the 
document we sent forward, that the present holders of 
Mnngret should be allowed to purchase the public 
portion of the endowment, and that the trustees should 
lie called upon to carry out their trusts with regard to 
that endowment. It was originally given for the 
purpose of agriculture, and if it is useless to establish 
an agricultural school or college, then lot it be devoted 
to undenominational education. 


16. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Would you propose that oa. 25, iaa». 
that undenominational education should be adminis- Very Her 
tered by a mixed board of Catholics and Protestants. Doali Bunbury. 

Dean Bunbury . — Is that an impossibility ! 

17. Rev. Dr. Molloy.— I ask the question. What 
is your proposition 1 

Dean Bunbury. — I certainly propose that it should. 

18. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Would you have the Catho- 
lics and Protestants equally represented on the boat'd 
or represented in proportion to the numbers of the 
population ? 

Dean Bunbury. — That is a matter I have not gone 
into. 

Rev. Dr. Molloy. — It is essential for the settlement 
of the question. 

Dean Bunbury. — That is a matter that the Com- 
mission in their wisdom should decide. 

19. Rev. Dr Molloy. — I thought you had prepared 
a plan for us 1 

Dean Bunbury . — Not as regards Mnngret. 

20. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — B ut the public endowment 
of Mnngret — that portion which represents the public 
endowment. 

Dean Bunbury . — I would have no objection to see 
that £7,000 handed over to the Roman Catholics 
altogether provided that the Protestants are treated 
liberally as regards Leamy’s School. 

21. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — The proposition that yon 
made was to apply the public endowment of Mungret 
for the purpose for which it was originally established, 
and to apply it in the form of undenominational educa- 
tion. The question I am asking, with a view to getting 
your plan completely before us, is how you would have 
the board constituted which would give that unde- 
nominational education. 

Dean Bunbury . — Undenominationally, certainly; 
as to the proportion of one denomination to another, 

I have not thought that matter out. 


Bishop < 

22. I think it would curtail our proceedings if 
we had a preliminary question decided with re- 
gard to Mungret. I think the question arises 
whether there is any fund at all in Mungret held by 
the Jesuits at present, on which any section of the 
public have any claim whatsoever. The Jesuits got 
into Mungret under an Act of Parliament, and a 
scheme sanctioned by the Lord Lieutenant. The 
trustees had charge of these lands and buildings for 
public purposes, aud looking about as to the best use 
in the public interest of this, they formulated a certain 
scheme, and Mungret is being worked under that 
scheme. The Jesuits weut in there iu perfect good 
faith, and in the open day before every one at the in- 
stance of these trustees, to use the place as the trustees 
and they thought for the public good. I venture to 
suggest it is a question in the first place whether in 
that state of things the Jesuits should not be allowed 
to hold these buildings for the public purposes for 
which they got them from the trustees, and if there is 
an objection to be made, now is not the time. The 
scheme under which the Jesuits act was advertised in 
the papers, all parties were asked to object ; no objec- 
tion was made by any one either Catholic or Protestant 
in the city or the county of Limerick, aud I think it 
rather late in the day now to object. Therefore I 
would ask you to let us know first whether you consider 
there is a sum of money the public have a claim on. 

23. Lord J ustice FitzGibbon. — My lord bishop, that 
is in another shape the same question that Sir Stephen 
<le Vere asked. The question whether the Jesuits 
got in under the scheme is the same as whether their 
title is derived from a valid exercise of the power that 
the Act gave. I am most anxious, no matter what 
may be the circumstances under which people spend 
their money, if they spend it in good faith, that they 
should not lose it ; and we know the Jesuits have 
spent a large sum of money on this place on the faith 
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of the validity of the transaction under which they Bishop 
took possession. But there is also an important O'Dwyer, 
matter affecting what we are on now ; put their title 
at the best, they are liable to pay a rent of £70 a year, 
which is not part of their interest in the premises, but 
is a charge on their interest. There also is a sum of 
about £2, 100 which is not in the hands of the Jesuits 
at all and never was, but is in the binds of the trustees. 

The Jesuits nevertheless have an interest both in the 
rent and in the money under the terms of the scheme 
of 1882, by which they are bound. 

“ The net annual income at the disposal of the trustees 
should be applied by them in giving such burses or prizes 
ns they might determine on. Such burses or prizes should 
be awarded after competitive examinations in such subjects 
as the trustees and manager should conjointly determine 
If the trustee* should think fit they might apply portion of 
the income of the trust funds, including rents and profits, 
in the payment of an agricultural teacher, and for the 
purc'iasu of scientific apparatus, in precedence of the 
application toward* burses and prizes.” 

So, assuming the lease and all these transactions to be 
unquestioned, the lessees would be still subject to the 
rent of £70, and the application of the money in burses 
and prizes, and in the payment of an agricultural 
teacher, is in the hands of the trustees, who are bound 
under the statute to include instruction in agricultural 
science in whatever they do. 

Bishop O' Dwyer — The j)omt I wish to put is not a 
technical one, it is not whether this lease is techni- 
cally right, or whether their claim is in accordance 
with the lease, bat it is the equitable one whether 
a number of gentlemen in the county Limerick, Pro- 
testants and Catholics, having certain lands and 
buildings on their hands, that they wished to use for 
the public good in the exercise of their discretion 
publicly and under the control of the legitimate 
authorities in the country devoted that to the public 
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Of.t 26, 1889. 

Bilhop 
O' Dwyer. 


good in a particular way j whether five or six years 
after that is clone it ought to he opened up again, and 
treated as if it was a thing to be seized by public 
individuals without any authority. 

Lord Justice Naisii.— It would bo a very strong 
thing for us to do so. 


Lord Justice FitoGibbow. — Personally wo are 
anxious, if wo can, not only to avoid doing so, but to 
prevent its being done by any one else. 

Lord Justice Naisii. — VVe have no jurisdiction to 
determine that this lease is invalid, aud wo cannot 
deal with it as invalid. 


Kov. Mr. 
Bnxcndsle. 


Rev. Mr. . 

24. Allow me to say, on behalf of one body 
of the public, the Protestant citizens of Limerick, 
if there is only one family in the town it lias 
a right to send its children to Munuret, and have all 
the advantages that belong to a twining to be the.ro 
given. I claim that no public money ought to be 
given only to one denomination, and our Protestant 
claim is not to a part of this endowment, but to the 
uses of the whole. There is public money in con- 
nection with Mungret, and I say it is a misuppro- 
piiation of public property to allow that to lie exclu- 
sively used by any denomination, and more especially 
to nllow it to be used by one denomination for the 
education of foreign missionaries. Surely this money 
is left for Irish purposes, putting aside the ques- 
tion of agricultural purposes. In the course of public 
life I have not met a greater scandal than to allow this 
money to be used for the education of home and 
foreign missionaries for the Jesuit body : I am bouud 
in conscience to say that. I have a claim as a citizen 
upon the whole of that endowment. If I wish to 
have my boys educated for agricultural pursuits here 
is a fund provided by the Government for that pur- 
pose, and it becomes you, I speak with all respect, 
to see that that public right is from beginning to end 
thoroughly understood, and carried out in the appro- 
priation of the property. 

25. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — On that view of the 
cose we have had a good deal to do already during 
this Commission. “ Undenominational education ” as 
it is called, which I understood the Dean in one way 
to advocate, and which you very strongly put forward, 
practically means education given in a form in which 
the largest number of people in Ireland will take no 
benefit. Whether they are right or wrong in that, you 
and they probably would not agree, but we have never 
been able to see our way to saying that we were shaping 
a satisfactory system of applying public hinds if we 
gave them in a form or on conditions whicli we knew 
that the majority of those entitled to claim benefit from 
them conscientiously refused to accept. That, as my 
brother Lord Justice has told you arose both in the 
Royal Schools and the Swords School, where we had 
funds intended for the education of all parties, but 
of which, owing to difference of views, only one party 


larendule. 

had the advantage ; and T, for one, decline to perpet- 
uate a system of holding forth to the public as “ unde- 
nominational education,” what we know i# education 
offered under conditions which only one denomination 
will take. Our difficulty is not theoretical, it is 
practical ; and at present if Mungrut was free of tenants, 
and if there was no school there, at all. I don’t, believe 
wo could set up them an undenominational school 
that would have, any prospect of being more success- 
ful than Mungret Agricultural School was when I 
first saw it in 1878, when there was nobody there but 
a caretaker. 

Rev. Mr. Jirurciulnh. — I do think them is a solu- 
tion to this difficulty. If you put Mungret into 
trust for all the Catholics, letting thorn still keep the 
conscience clause open there, we shall Is- contented. 
There may come a happier time in Ireland when Pro- 
testants would be glad to avail themselves of such 
•high culture as they may get for their children under 
Jesuits and Roman Catholic teachers, lint it is not 
fair to give that endowment into the hands of one 
body of the Roman Catholic denomination. The mass 
of the Roman Catholic denomination is as much split 
up as Protestants, you have your bishop’s school, your 
Jesuits, your other orders, and I have not the slightest 
doubt that there is a strong controversy going on 
among these various orders on the poiut in question. 
Give it to them, but let them keep their conscience 
clause open. If there is any Protestant in tin* town 
willing to partake of this higher culture, -which they 
undoubtedly give there, give that Protestant the 
option of attending. IJut then, on the other hand, 
J. think we ought to be saved from the annoyance of 
having Loamy's, which is a trust of a dilfereut order, 
again and again brought to a crisis :is in this Com- 
mission. There is a way open, but it can only be met 
by the forbearance of both sides. We did not intend 
to say a word with regard to the Mungret Endow- 
ment, though some of us feit in our position as citizens 
very much aggrieved, but we have been attacked on 
the question of beamy’s, and we felt wo wore bound 
to say what was just and right. The Roman Catholics 
have a far larger thing in Mungret than we, have; 
and they should let our ewe lamb alone, and we would 
not have attacked their sheep. 


Loril 

Montenj-1.*. 


Lord Monteaqle. 


26. May I ask if there is any case in this country of 
a denominational agricultural school 1 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — lam afraid that there is 
no case of a successful agricultural school of any kind 
in Ireland except Glasnevin Model Farm and the 
Cork Dairy School. 

27. Lord Monteagl *. — Are not both ot those unde- 
nominational 1 I ask the question because I am 
naturally interested in Mungret as an endowment 
originally devoted to agricultural education. I have 
not had an opportunity of putting my views before the 
Commission on an earlier occasion, but I have written 
a memorandum which I propose, when opportunity 
arises, to read. 

28. Lord J ustice Naish. — Does your lordship think 
we could bring back Mungret to be an agricultural 
college — would such a thing be possible 1 

Lord Monteatjle . — I think the shortest way, if the 
Commission wishes, is to hear my views, I only inter- 
jected that question to prevent any misconception 
arising, but I will save time by reading my views. 

Sir Stephen de Vere . — I don’t desire to continue the 
discussion about denominational or undenominational 
education, but only to supplement, not to coi-rect, your 


lordship's statement about the use to be made of the 
£T.) a year. Your lordship was good enough co say 
that we were directed by the scheme to employ that 
in burses, and that we did so. That is not quite 
accurate. We were first of all under an obligation 
to pay the charges properly incident to the landlord, 
mich as the tithe rent-charge, those were paid in the 
first instance, then we expended considerable sums in 
the purchase of philosophical and chemical apparatus 
for which we have a distinct power in precedence and 
in preference to burses. 

29. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I read that, in 
answer to the Bishop, to show that the Jesuits have no 
claim upon either the £70 or the interest on the money 
fund until after the trustees had spent in precedence 
as much as they think proper for scientific apparatus 
and for an agricultural teacher. 

Sir Stephen de Vere . — Your lordship is perfectly 
correct in the view you take of the interest the 
lessees have in that fund, they have no interest, ex- 
cept as we expend the money under the sanction of 
the scheme. 

80. Lord Justice Naish. — But it must go for the 
benefit of the school. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, 1889-90 


Dr. Traill. — They don't jxty it at all, you exchange 
receipts. 

Sir Stephen tl a Vcre . — We spent a great deal of money. 
31. Dr. Traill. —How much are the receipts 
exchanged for? 

Mr. J. G. Barry . — The whole £70. 


5 

32. Dr. Traill. — What do you pay taxes out of? oa *», im». 
Mr. J. G. Barry . — We have another fund. , — 

Sir Stephen de Vere . — I only w.inted to show j^nteagle. 
that the trustees had employed the whole of the 
money for the benefit of the school, and that they have 
done so precisely under the sanction of the scheme. 


33. I would speak with regard to the remarks 
made by Mr. Baxendale j he has said that the 
foreign missionaries and students are supported 
out of tho public funds. The fact is quite the 
contrary, not one sixpence of the funds go to support 
the students, but, on the contrary, it would be utterly 
impossible to carry on the school in Mungret only for 
tlie support we received from the revenues of the 
Apostolic students. The school not only failed as an 
agricultural school, but it also failed iu tho hands of 
Fr. Bourke who undertook to carry on an Inter- 
mediate school because it could not pay its way, and 
it would he im[iossiblein the old building as it stood 
to carry on such a school as ours that could pay its 
way. The college as we got it was too small to afford 
sufficient accommodation for the number of boys that 
would bo required to support such a school without 
incurring pecuniary loss. If we were de|>ending on 
the fees we should obtain from the boys the highest 
possible average we could expect from them was about 
£32 a year. Now, considering the cost of servants, 
food, fuel, washing, repairs of the house, wear and 
tear of furniture, «fcc., the lowest average at which we 
could support these boys during the nine or ten 
months they remain with us is £27 a year, this would 
only leave us £5 a year profit The highest number 
of boys the old house could accommodate, in addition 
to the necessary staff of profeasors, servants, <kc., was 
seventy. If we multiply this number by five we find 
that supposing the house was exclusively a lay college 
and quite full of paying students, our total income to 
support the head master and his assistants could not 
exceed £350 a year ; in fact, during the Seven years 
we have been at Mungret our average profits from 
the uon apostolic students scarcely reached £150 a 
year, and we never made in any year £200 a year 
profit from them. Yet, to carry on a high class 
University school to which we bound ourselves we 
should have a head master with nine assistants, and 
during the seven years we have had Mungret we have 
always kept a staff of about that number. If we allow 
only £100 a year as the average salary of the head 
master and his assistants, which is less than in the 
ordinary endowed schools of the country, it is clear 


Rev. Thomas Head, 8.3. 


that £1,000 a year would he required to pay them, if Key. Thomas 
they were hired teachers. To meet this sum, if the Head, sj. 
school bad no other resources than the profit derived 
from tho pupils, there would have been as we have 
seen only £350 a year at the most. It follows from 
tliis that even, though the house should always be quite 
full of lay boys all punctually paying £32 a year, a 
most improbable contingency in the present depressed 
state of the country, there would be a deficiency of 
£650 a year. We may, therefore, conclude that if the 
trustees had to pay salaries to our professors, such as 
they would receive in Protestant schools of the same 
class, it could not be done without the trustees in- 
curring a loss of much more than £650 a year, and 
probably of £800 or even £1 ,000 a year. That we 
are able to carry it. on iu spite of that is due to the 
fact that we live in community, and we have certain 
revenues from the Apostolic School, and also revenues 
that we receive, alms from the Catholic laity, as priests, 
but wo would ran £500 or £600 a year in debt each 
year if we were depending on the lay boys, and had 
the house quite full, so I say it is quite unfair to say 
we are supporting the boys for the foreign mission 
out of the public funds. On the contrary it is these 
boys that caable us to support the lay school for the 
Catholic laity of the county Limerick We have at 
present thirty-eight lay boys, and we are quite con- 
fident next year we shall have fifty or sixty, the num- 
bers are increasing rapidly. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — In a paper you sent us 
there is a very important statement on the same point ; 

Lord Montoaglo might find that it bears on his views 
too : — 

“Soon after we opened Mungret College we engaged a 
trained agriculturist, who had graduated at (xlusnevia 
under the late Mr. Baldwin, to cultivate our farm. lie 
kept the farm with great care ; yet so high was the price of 
labour, and the other ordinary expenses, including his own 
snlaTy. that the farm never paid its own expenses. Every 
year it incurred a debt from £20 to £50 to tne College. If 
the apostolic students bad not won for the College a large 
portion of the rent in prizes we could not have kept the farm 
without considerable losa” 

So that there have been attempts at agricultural 
teaching mode, and they have always failed. 


Rev. Dr 

34. Permit me to make a remark in connection 
with Mungret, in the direction that the different 
friends who are here should see their way to a give- 
and-take system, on the broad busis indicated by 
yourself and referred to by others. But with regard 
to this failure of the Mungret agricultural school. I 
am nearly the oldest person in this room, 1 have been 
acquainted with Mungret Agricultural School from its 
commencement, and I am not disposed to fall in with 
the remark that it lias been of itself a failure, on the 
contrary I can testify that it was a success, and 1 think 
might have been made a great success. Your lord- 
ships was exceedingly unfortunate on the occasion of 
your visit when you found there none hut one of the 
teachers I have been there when there were upwards 
of thirty and forty boys. 

35. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — At what date? 

Rev. Dr. Wilson . — About twenty-five years ago, and 
•even since. 

36. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Was it during the period 
before it was closed by the National Board or after- 
wards — it was closed on the 19 th September, 1878? 

Rev. Dr. Wilson . — It was long previous to that. I 
was present with the district inspector again and again, 
when we had upwards of thirty and forty boys before 
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us. The late Dean Keating, Mr. Hunt, and myself Rev. Dr. 
were among the parties who sent boys to that insti- Wila0B - 
tution, there were Roman Catholic boys in large 
numbers, and Episcopalians, and Presbyterians — it was 
an undenominational institution. I believe that the 
building was never intended to accommodate more than 
twelve or fourteen boys, but the pupil teachers from 
the Model School were sent out to be trained iu agri- 
culture, the sons of farmers in the county attended in 
large numbers. If this Commission is about to look 
into that side of tne question at all, and if the friends 
here don’t come to some general understanding that we 
will give and take with regard to this whole matter ; 
if you must take into account the original design of the 
institution, I think you ought to have fuller evidence. 

37. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — The evidence we have at 
present is that after the period at which it was 
successful when you visited it and found more than 
thirty pupils there, it greatly declined, and the National 
Board decided on closing it ; that we look upon as failure 
Rev. Dr. Wilson . — So do I, but that failure could be 
accounted for. I wonder the Commissioners had not 
before them the agriculturist himself, who so long and 
faithfully served there, working that institution, and 
who could testify he had thirty, forty, and fifty pupils, 
sity of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 
Library Digitisation Unit 
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ter. Dr. 


and that the institution was carried ou on uudeuoini- 
national basis. 

38. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Supposing we could ascer- 
tain the present money value of the public endowment 
in Mungret, in what way could we host apply that 
money to the promotion of agriculture iu Limerick 1 

Lord Justice Naish. — Would not the practical 
result of going into the inquiry you ask us to make, 
he with a view of re-establishing it 1 

Rev. Dr. Wilson . — I would much prefer that that 
aspect of the question was not raised, I should like 
there would be a giviug and taking on both sides, with 
regard to Leamy's and Mungret. But if that is not 
to be the case, why should the county Cork have a good 
daily farm, and that be a success, and why should wp 
not have for the vast majority of the Roman Catholic 
farmers in Limerick and Clare and even Tipperary 


such an institution as that in such a building. I dou't 
wish at all to have the building diverted from the 
purpose to which it is applied, but if you must go back 
to it, why not utilise it, and why should we be so far 
beliind the Cork people 1 

Rev. Dr. Molloy Because you have never done 

what the Cork people did. They formed a com- 
mittee and subscribed money to carry on the Daily 
school. The National Board luul passed a resolution 
to shut up the Cork Model farm, and a committee of 
Cork gentlemen was formed, they subscribed money, 
and applied to the National Board for authority to 
carry it on with the endowment they had originally 
given. The National Board reconsidered their deter- 
mination, and accepted the proposal, and the school in 
Cork has been carried on by the committee from that 
time to this. 


Mr. J. G. 

Barry . 


Mr. J. G, 

39. With regard to the alleged success of the agricul- 
tural school, you have the statistics before you for 20 
years : the highest uumber of resident pupils at any one 
time was 14. 

Professor Dououkrty — Dr. Wilson said the build- 
ing was not intended to accommodate moie than 14. 

40. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Where did you get your 
figures ? 

Mr. J. G. Barry . — From the National Education 
Department, they are sent to us officially. 

41. Rev. Dr. Molloy —I will read oue line of the 
report of 1 878.' “ The school was opeued in 1858, and 
the greatest number of pupils ever reached was 23.” 

Mr. J. G. Barry . — I say 14 from the return fur- 
nished to me by the Board of National Education, 

I have it under their hands and seal. It was handed 
in at the last Commission. 

42. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Wliat is the authority for 
this table yon handed in 1 

Mr. J. £r. Barry . — I get it from the Board of 
National Education who were lessees and were work- 
ing the school. 

43. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Could the explanation be 
that the higher figure includes the pupil teachers who 
went out from limerick, and the lower figure does not. 

Mr. J. G. Barry . — Quite so. The pupil teachers 
from the male Model Schools went out, and were 
taught there, the National school of the district was 
held at the time in the build iug, and those were the 
pupils whom the reverend geutleman saw, not the 
resident pupils attending the agricultural school at all. 

44. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Didtheynotlearu agriculture 1 ? 

Mr. J. G. Barry. — No, they wore only pupil 

teachers and the boys attending the National school. 

Rov. Dr. Wilson. — I am not referring to the school 
of which Mr. Barry has just spoken at all, but I am 
referring to the young men, the sons of fanners, from 
the country round about, in addition to the pupil 
teachers from the Model School, and the resident 
pupils of the school under Mr. Kenny. 

45. Professor Dougherty. —Is there any distinction 
to be drawn between the pupils resident in the institu- 
tion and the pupils who went there from day to day 
to receive instruction 1 

Mr. J. G. Barry . — There were no pupils wiio went 
there from day to day to receive instruction in agri- 
culture, they went there to the National school alone. 


Barry. 

The pupils who received agricultural instruction were 
the resident pupils who only averaged seven for four 
years, and there were only three pupils l’or the three 
year's preceding the failure. It stands to reason that- 
the National Board would not have surrendered the 
school to us, if it hail been a success. 

4G. Lord Justice FitzOijibom. — I really think that, 
iu inquiring as to whether 23 was the high water mark, 
or 50, or 14, aud as to the success or failure, of Mungret 
Agricultural School, we arc beating about the bush. 
Nobody has proposed up to the present to re-establish 
Mungret as an agricultural college. We never had the 
idea iu our heads, and if we had, the sooner we get rid 
of it the better-, because if we were to attempt to re- 
establish Mungret as an agricultural college, the first 
thing we should have to do would be to discharge the 
equitable claims of the existing tenants in respect uf an 
expenditure of something like £12,000 or £14,000 of 
their own money. After that had been disposed of, you 
would next have to get a governing body for the agri- 
cultural college, and to get the pupils necessary to put 
the place ou its legs as a successful institution. It 
bus been tried again and again, and has failed. 
Whether the pupils wore 30 or 23 or 50, they died 
away to nothing, and when l saw it in 1878, it had 
been abandoned by the National Board, notwith- 
standing their having the national purse at their back ; 
they shut it up and surrendered it, as worth nothing. 
Therefore we may put that out of the case altogether. 
We have no practical jn-oposal before us to make 
Mungret now at all like the Munster Dairy School or 
the Glasnevin Model Farm, and we could not hope 
for any such thing, until we hud bought off the present 
tenants. The real question is, what are the claims of 
the different denominations upon these various endow- 
ments. I think we should be getting on practically in 
the matter if we had a statement of the claim of each 
denomination on each of these endowments, either 
treated separately or as a whole. Bishop O’Dwyer in 
his paper does not admit that you cau take apiece of a 
claim off Muugret and tack it on to another endowment 
Bishop O' Dwyer. — Nordolmakethatclaimformyself- 
47. Lord Justice FitzGtbbon. — I think our better 
course would be to ask Lord Monteagle to read his 
paper, and then we will ask one representative of 
each of these claimants to tell us his view, after which 
we will see whether we can reconcile them. 


Rev. Chancellor Gvbbins. 


Rev. Chau- 48 - Might I say one word ; I am old enough to recollect 

■cellar Gubkina how Mungret was carried on. I remember when there 
were several agricultural students there. I also would 
draw your attention to the fact that there was a raid, 
so to sperk, made upon the Model schools of our county 
as well as through Ireland. The Jesuits, I don’t blame 
them for it. came in as it were at a bound, and they pur. 
chased or got Mungret School. The trustees seemed not 
to be sufficiently alive — I don’t know for what reason 
—to their position, and they yielded to the Jesuits, 
and they got the school, but I don’t think it is fair to 
say that the agricultural school at Mungret failed. 
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Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The very dates would 
show you that that observation is not accurate. 
It was given up by the National Board altogether in 
1878. The first letting was to the Ke.v. Mr. Boui'ke 
and the Jesuits did not come in until 1882. 

Rev. Chancellor Gubbins . — I am a Limerick man, 
and I am now in my eighty-third year, and I ought to 
know something of this county. I think if the trus- 
tees had been alive to the great necessity of every 
class, the agricultural school would now be pros- 
perous. 
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Lord Monteagle. 0 ct. sa, u*». 

49. My Lord J ustice, may T venture to endorse your vantage to the fanning class intended by Parliament Lonl 
appeal not further to follow tbe unprofitable discussion and the Loid Lieutenant. I therefore submit that if M<<ute*gl«, 
into the failure or non-failure of Mungret as an agricul- the lessees be released froih teaching agriculture, which 
tural school. I regret 1 have not had an opportunity of would undoubtedly be for the advantage of Mungret 
putting my views before you at an earlier stage of your itself in an educational point of view, as well as for the 
inquiry, blit it is only within the last few weeks that my interests of agriculture, the endowments intended for 
attention has been called to the matter. My remarks promoting agricultural education should be released 
havu reference entirely to the Mungret endowment, of and devoted to that purpose. 

which the first I ami Monteagle 'was one of the original SO. Dr. Traill. —You would propose that the Jesuits 
trustees. Having no connection with the city, I do not should purchase out the interest by paying the present 
wish tootferany opinion as to the other two endowments value of the original £7,000 ? 

in question which are both clearly city endowments. Lord Monteagle. — Yes, and that £7,000 should be 
Mungret on the other hand is essentially a county on- set apart for agricultural education. That is on the 
dowraent in the origin, and was in the beginning de- supposition that the lessees are to be released from 
voted entirely to agricultural education. At the out- teaching agriculture ; if they are not so released, which 
set, I must respectfully demur, as regards Mungret, to it appears is a common sense matter that they should 
the almost exclusively sectarian complexion which yon be, I think it would be unfair to them to go’ behind 
seem to give to the inquiry on page fourteen of yonr thrir lease in that respect. 

memorandum of 10th August, 1889. Mungret was 51. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Have you any suggestion to 
essentially unsectarian in its inception, and though I make as to how we could provide a scheme for the 
gladly recognise the valuable educational work done administration of that fund for agricultural purposes? 
there by the J esuit College under the present scheme, Lord Monteagle. — I have not got any scheme cut and 

which is practically sectarian or denominational, and dry, but I quite take to heart the reproof that was 
have no jealousy of that principle in regard to literary administered by you awhile ago to the public of this 
education in its higher branches, I submit that agri- county for not having taken the opportunity in 1879, 
cultural education can only be treated in this country as was done in Cork, of getting up a dairy school in 
on au undenominational basis. The only two agri- Mungret. It was not done at that time, but I think 
cultural institutions in this country ai'o on an unde- we might now lie allowed to mend our hand. Within 
nomiuatioual basis. I am aware, however, that agri- the last ten years a great deal has been learned about 
culture has been gradually receding into the background dairy education, and the importance of it is now re- 
in the successive schemes adopted at Mungret, and cognised not only by the upper classes but by the farmers 
that notwithstanding the efforts of the trustees, and of themselves. 

the present lessees, this branch of education in its higher 52. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Then would it meet your lord- 
and theoretic forms has latterly failed here as else- ship’s views if the fund which we ought find available 
where in Ireland to attract students, though I believe for agriculture were given to aid local efforts towards the 
the system rendered efficient service for many years establishment of a dairy school in this county 1 — Yes. 
when first started. As the cause of the failure I will Rev. Fr. Head. — Under our scheme agriculture 
only say that such schemes appear to have been too is to be taught, but only as a secondary matter, and 
ambitious, and not sufficiently practical, in proof of it is distinctly stated that the primary object is to give 
which assertion 1 need only point to two facts, the a university and higher education, and wo are only bound 
remarkable vitality which has been infused into the to teach agriculture as we teach French. The valun- 
Oork and Dublin schools by the. concentration of their tions made lately by the valuer sent by the Commis- 
energics on the practical details of daily industry, and, sioners is £200 a year. 

secondly, it is hardly too much to say that the depression Lord Monteagle. — And the money besides, £2,000. 

in dairy districts in Ireland has been caused by the 53. Rev. Dr. Molloy [to Father Head .] — 1 think 

splendid dairy schools set up by the state in Denmark, your experience is that when agriculture was made a , 
an example which is being rapidly followed in secondary subject of education in a classical school, 

England. At any rate agriculture still retains a place agriculture gradually dwindled away to nothing? 
in the Mungret curt'icuLum, and it was one of the con- Rev. Fr. Head . — Quite so. We are only bound to 
ditions of the existing lease that it should be taught, keep two English acres for farming purposes, and 
Why was it so retained after two failures ? Surely originally we were only bound to keep half an Irish 
because this was the sole object of the original endow- acre under tillage. It is quite dear then that agricul- 
ment, not forty years old. 1 make no complaint of the ture must form a small part of the value of the 
trustees, or the present lessees for the failure which I endowment at present as given for educational purposes 
believe they frankly acknowledge, but I cannot see because it is only a very secondary object, and those 
how that failure can be made a reason for abandoning who wish to have it applied for agriculture could not 
the attempt which, on new lines, and in the light on any account claim the whole of it. 
of the experience of our competitors both in England 64. Dr. Traill. — How much would you be pre- 
and abroad has been (in a limited sphere it is true) pared to pay for these two privileges you ask for, one 
crowned with success. The lessees now seek to be to get rid of the liability to teach agriculture, and the 
relieved from the obligations of their lease to teach agri- other to make it an exclusively Roman Catholic school 
culture, which I understand is a considerable tax on — would you nob be prepared to pay a good deal of 
their resources. I entirely agree that this study cannot money to secure both these advantages ? 
with advantage be combined with the higher literary Rev. Fr. Head. — Not a good deal of money. We 
education, winch they so efficiently impart. I applaud think we are in equity entitled to be allowed the 
their penetration in recognising, and their wisdom in endowment. We came there, and understood we had a 
avowing the fact. But I cannot admit that Latin and valid lease, and on the faith of that. lease in order that 
Greek ou'dit to be taught to our agricultural popu- there might be sufficient accomodation for the students 
lation, to'the exclusion of their own business in life, we spent £13,000 or £14,000 which we never would 
nor is there any reason why the latter instruction have spent. 

should not be given elsewhere than at Mungret within 55. Dr. Traill. — Unfortunately that was contrary 
the county. I am quite content they should be relieved to the words of our Act, passed in 1885, which says 

from teaching agriculture, but they can hardly expect you are not to build without the consent of this Com- 

under these °ciicumstances to retain the endowment mission. No doubt you did not do it knowingly and 

originally devoted to that purpose, and which they I don't want to confiscate yonr money, I think you 

received on the condition of giving that instruction, ought to get your money 1 

Nor can 1 suppose that they will propose to continue Rev. Fr. Head. — The contract was entered into 
the present system whioh they themselves admit to be before 1885, and we were committed to the builder, 
costly to themselves, and a failure in affording the ad- 56. Dr. Traill. — We had it in evidence that the 
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works were executed since the passing of our Act ? — 
They were in course of erection — the contract was 
signed in the beginning of 1885, the chapel was com- 
menced about 1883. 

Lord Justice Naish. — The Act did not preveut them 
from continuing any works begun before the passing 
of the Act. 

Rev. Fr. Head. — Under the scheme under which we 
are acting we are entitled to no compensation for im- 
provements, yet it was absolutely necessary for us to 
spend £1,000 the first year we came there. 

57. Dr. Traill. — I don’t want to confiscate your 
money, but I think it would be worth your while to pay 
for getting lid of these two haiupeiing conditions, I 
don’t say that you are to pay cash but to have it 
sot off against other moneys you are claiming. 

Bishop O' Dwyer. — That is another matter, that has 
nothing to do with them. 

58. Dr. Traill.— But as a Protestant I don’t make 
any difference between the Bishop and the Jesuits. 

Rev. Mr. BaxenddLe. — Is it a fact, as the Jesuit 
Father says, that the law itself has made the change 
from agriculture to educational purposes? 

Rev. Fr. Head. — There is an Act of Parliament 
belli nd it 

Rev. Mr. Baxendale . — There is not 

59. Lord Justice FitzGibbox. — I read that Act for 
Sir Stephen de Vere, and it is one of the difficulties the 
trustees are iu. The Act of Parliament, which is iu 
force and which governs both the Lord Lieutenant and 
the trustees, provides that the property of all kinds 
belonging to Mungret shall lie used and applied under 
the control and direction of the trustees to such 
purposo of instruction, including the instruction in 
and the promotion of agricultural science, as to the 
Lord Lieutenant shall seem meet. And the Lord 
Lieutenant has declared that the teaching is to in- 
clude agricultural science. 

Rev. Mr. Baxendale. — But my point is, that while 
agriculture is established it does allow another kind of 
education also. That is an answer to Lord Mont 
eagle’s proposal that this money should be applied to 
agricultural purposes only. My contention is it 
should be given to general education. 


GO. Lord Justice FitzGibbon — 1 have told you 
already we are not bound by the provisions at all if 
we think they cannot be. beneficially carried out. 

Rev. Fr. Head . — This fund was not originally con- 
tributed for agriculture at all, it was the profits of a 
loan fund. 

Gl. Lord Justice FitzGibbox. — When it was 
first given, it was intended for agriculture beyond 
all doubt. Will you kindly all bear in mind, 
that our business must end, if it m to end at all 
in the actual production of a scheme defining the 
mode iu which tliis property is to be disposed of, and 
therefore what we want now is help as to what 
the provisions of such a scheme ought, to be. We think 
we ought to begin with the trustees ; they are in pos- 
session, and they are legally l»ound to carry out those 
trusts. They have already given us a statementof their 
views, and if they have anything to add to it, we shall 
be glad to hear it. The first proposal of the trustees is 
to get rid of their two Protestant colleagues, and to 
create an exclusively Roman Catholic body of trustees. 
Next they propose that the Rector of the institution 
in future shall be appointed and removed by the head 
of the order of which he professes to be a member, 
that is, to transfer from the existing mixed body of 
trustees, and from the proposed Roman Catholic body 
of trustees, to another and outside authority, the ap- 
pointment of tho head master which under both the 
Act of Parliament., and the scheme, is at present vested 
in the trustees and no one else. In the next place 
they propose -that tho lease shall be amended so as, if 
possible, to be made to the lessees sis an incorporated 
body. They therefore want us to substitute for the 
lessees, who are at present Mr. White of Nantenan, 
and two clerical gentlemen, an incorporated body of 
the same class to which the Rector belongs, represent- 
ing the people who are teaching. What we should 
like to hear is any observations that Sir Stephen de 
Vere may wish to make as regards the ground of the 
claim to turn the trustees into a Roman Catholic body, 
exclusively belonging to a religions order, to give the 
appointment of tho Rector to tho order to which he 
belongs, and to incorporate tho lessees. 


Very Rev. 
DeaaBanbary. 


Very Rev. Dean Bunburij. 


62. Before Sir Stephen answers you, I want to ask a 
question — on condition of obtaining the institution 
under the terms they ask, don’t they propose to buy 
out the public interest, is that a condition ? 

Mr. Barry . — The lessees wish to have the option of 
doing so. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbox. — The lessees ask, but 
not the trustees, that if the lease shall be determined 
it shall bo competent for the lessees to tender a fixed 
sum to the trustees. 

Dean Bunbury . — I thought that the Roman 
Catholic authority were prepared if they had the ex- 
clusive control, their own interest acknowledged, and 
the whole thing handed over to them, to pay a sum of 
money in lien of the public money. 

63. Lord Justice FitzGibbox. —The two things are 
quite distinct. W e want to know first how the trus- 
tees propose that this new corporate body should be 
formed, and then on what terms it should be formed 
as regards other denominations. 


Mr. Barry . — The reason we proposed that this 
should be a denominational school was from the sug- 
gestions dropped hero at the last pnblic sitting. It 
was the drift of the whole of tho evidence that it 
would be useless to open this school asundenominational 
anti as practical men we suggested that the only way 
was to make it denominational 
G4. Lord Justice Naish — Supposing that this were 
now a perfectly open endowment, say a sum of 
money that was available for the entire population 
of Limerick, what would yon say would be the claim 
of the different religious denominations on that ? 

Mr. Barry . — I really did not go into that question. 
Lord Justice Naish. — Because, if we give up beat- 
ing about the bush, all the claims put forward with 
reference to Mungret appear to be only a make-weight 
to maintain Leamy’s School. As regards Leamy’s the 
parties in possession are represented by Dean Bunbury, 
and we will hear him next, and we will hear the 
Bishop as representing the Catholics of Limerick then. 


Sir Stephen E. de Vere. 

66. Lord Justice FitzGibbox [to Sir Stephen* Fere]. 

— Yon propose that the lease should be amended, so 
as to be made in the name of the lessees as an incor- 
porated body— what do you mean by that, liow are 
they to be incorporated, and what are to be their rights 
as against the exclusively Roman Catholic trustees 
whom you propose 1 

Sir 5. de Vere . — This paper which appears in my 
name contains the proposals agreed to by the whole 
Board of trustees, but I am quite satisfied to take the 
fall responsibility of it. I don’t find in that paper 
any recommendation that Mungret is to be, or has 


been a denominational college. I find a recommen- 
dation, it is true, that the present Board of trustees 
should be reconstituted, and that the two ecclesiastical 
dignitaries should he substituted for the two Protestant 
trustees. But what are to be the duties of these 
trustees? The same duties, the same responsibility, 
the same position is to be theirs, that waa the position, 
the duty and the responsibility of the present trustees. 
What was that ? It was to take care that the lessees 
shall carry on the business of the college under 
the sanction, and according to the terns specified by 
the Lord Lieutenant in his scheme. . 
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66. Lord Justice FtTzGinBON.—T don’t think that is 72. Dr. Traill. — If the lessees were incorporated to Osi. 25 . leas, 
so. The Lord Lieutenant authorized an intermediate hold the property, what would the trustees hold then? «.■ c — T 
school for pupils without religious distinction. Your Sir S. de Vere.— That is a matter of law ; I should R deftnT 
own document says ‘‘The object of the college is to think the way in which it should be done would be to 

prepare students for degrees in Arts in the Royal Uni- give incorporation to the trustees of the Jesuits’ lease, 
versity, no pupils should be prepared for the Inter- 73. Dr. Traill. — That is not what you ask, you 
mediate Examination.” Therefore you are proposing ask that the lessees should be incorporated, 
to depart from the Lord Lieutenant’s scheme. I don’t Sir S. de Fere— But the trustees of the lease re- 

nnderstand what you mean by saying it is not to be present the J esuit body. 

denominational. The Rector is to lx> appointed and 74. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — What would be the 

removed by the head of the Jesuit order, the trustees functions of the trustees? 

are all to be Roman Catholics and the Rector is to Sir S. de Vere.- To see that the scheme of the Lord 
make all the by-laws. I would cull that a denomina- Lieutenant, which is the charter of the College, is 
tional institution. faithfully observed, and to execute such powers as they 

Sir S. de Vere.— I have never proposed that it have. One of those powers is most important, that if 

should be a denominational school. Wliat I have the scheme of the Lord Lieutenant was persistently 

proposed is that tlie Board of Trustees should cany it violated they should have power to retake possession, 

on according to the scheme of the Lord Lieutenant as 75. Then the trustees would have nothing to do so 

that scheme may be now, or as it may be amended by long as the lessees observed the new scheme? 
your Commission. The first and principal thing in Sir S. de Vere. — Except to dispose of the surplus 
the scheme is that there should be a conscience clause, of the money, the interest of £2,000. 
that conscience clause 1 wish to maintain, and I will 76. Dr. Traill. — Would it not be very hard to 
never consent to be a trustee of any educational dispossess a body if once incorporated ? 
establishment that does not retain and observe a Sir S. de Vere. — I think it would be easier to dis- 
conscience clause. Can it be said that a college which possess them if they were incorporated and not doing 
is strictly under a conscience clause is a denominational their duty, but really these are matters of law that I 
college, certainly not. A denominational college means can hardly be expected to answer, 
a college the students of which are necessarily and 77. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — If we came to the 
exclusively of one denomination. But the conscience conclusion that in reality this is to he a denominational 
clause provides for tlie contingency of there being college, whether you have a conscience clause or not, 
different sects, and not only that but it provides for have you any views as regards the claims, if any, of 
their security. But I have never proposed, and I other denominations in consequence of Mungret being 
don’t know that it has ever been proposed by anybody made a Roman Catholic institution ? 
that Mungret College should be a denominational Sir S. de Vere. — I must now go back a little, but 
College. I propose that it should be a college under your question makes it necessary. This was originally 
a board of trustees with a conscience clause. an agricultural establishment, for agricultural purposes, 

67. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Let me again call and for them alone. It failed. It has been said that it 

vour attention to your own paper. There is no con- did not fail. But you have very properly said that that 
science clause suggested in that paper at all, the Rector hardly concerns us at present, and when the Board of 
is to be the person to make the by-laws for the manage- National Education, who had charge of it, threw up 
ment of the College, and the buildings on which the that charge and said they would have no more to do 

leasees’ money is spent are to be reserved for the accotn- with it, and threw it a dead weight, a rotten carcase, 

modation and training of students in preparation for on the hands of the trustees, there is no doubt they 
foreign missions. It is certainly new to me that your thought it a failure, and that it was — an utter failure, 
proposal was one for an undenominational College It remained for a long time in the hands of the trustees, 
with a conscience clause. they felt that it was a public trust, and the whole 

Sir 1 S', de Vere. — That is the position I maintain, it question with them was how they could execute their 
is undoubtedly in the Lord Lieutenant’s scheme that trust. None came forward to undertake the charge 
there should be a conscience clause. which had been found too heavy for the shoulders 

68. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — But this document of the Board of Education. We made a letting at 

is headed “ Suggestions for a new scheme.” length to the Rev. Mr. Bourke, that was. an entire 

Dr. Traill.— It is stated to be “for the pin-pose of failure, and it was necessary for the trustees to 

"iving a permanent existence to a great Catholic assume the very disagreeable position of having 

College.” recourse to the law to regain possession of the land, 

Sir S. de Vere. With a conscience clause. and of the school premises. Then the Jesuit body 

69. Dr. Traill. The Bishop would not recognise a came in, and proposed to take the establishment, and 

conscience clause in Protestant institutions 11 s giving promised to conduct it according to the scheme that 
facilities to Roman Catholics, and his lordship will had been propounded or was to be propounded by the 
hardly expect a conscience clause to be workable in a Lord Lieutenant and sanctioned by the Treasury. 

Roman Catholic College. Now, I am coining to the point that answers your 

Rev. Dr. Molloy.— A Catholic College under an question, you asked me what was to be done with the 
exclusively' Catholic Board of which all Professors public money invested in Mungret. How much 
are Catholic, and the Rector belongs to a religious money is to be given to the different parties. I know 
order and is appointed by the head of the order, we of no money that is to be given out of Mungret to 
should regard as practically a denominational college, any person. When we, tlie trustees, made the lease, 
whether it has a conscience clause or not. . But it is it was made by us on the authority of an Act of 
hardly worth while disputing about words. Parliament, and all the preliminaries required by 

Six S. de Vere.— I regard an undenominational that Act of Parliament were faithfully performed, the 
college as one that there shall be liberty to all to principal and essential one was that the terms of the 
enter and have the advantage of. letting under the authority of the Act were to ho 

70 Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— What about the settled by the Lord. Lieutenant. They were so settled, 

proposed incorporation of the lessees? and under the authority of that Act, and under the 

Sir S. de Vere. I don’t lav any great stress upon that, authority of that Lord Lieutenant’s scheme a lease 

71 Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— But it is very im- was made. Now a lease consists of two parts, there 

portant • the whole protection of the lessees in re- are the lessors, and the lessees, and there are engage- 

spect to 'their expenditure turns on it. rnents and responsibilities on both sides, and there is 

Sir 3. de Vere.— It would give them an opportu- something given, and something to be received, by 

nitv of acting as a body, of suing and being sued, and each side. What did we give? We gave under 

it would get rid of a good deal of difficulty of several that lease tlie whole of the old endowment, except the 

kinds. But as to the arrangement of the teaching I rent that was reserved out of the land, £70 a year, 

don’t think it would make any difference at all. and the proceeds of the £2,000 invested 1o meet 
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Oct . qb, 1680. landlord’s liabilities. Everything else that was in they compete at tho University witli those whose 
— - the hands or power of the trustees was handed over to time is not so taken tip, but is devoted to the cur- 

tfoVerc! the Jesuit body in consideration of their performing rioulum of the University? I should be very glad to 

certain covenants, one of those was that they were to see it, but I should he very sorry to say that any 

conduct the school according to the scheme of the move made in tliat direction, cither theoretically or 

Lord Lieutenant. Another was that they were to practically, broke the lease. 

expend a large sum of money of their own, the hitter 78. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — I f we applied, to classical 
was not expressed in tho lease, but it was under- education an endowment originally intended for the 

stood. Having entered into possession under that agricultural education of the people, can you suggest 

scheme they have carried out the provisions of it faith- how we might make good the loss to agricultural educa- 

fully, and experience has shown that they have done tion in Limerick ? 

their work well, for there is not a College in Ireland Sir i'. tie Vcre. — I should suy we are not bonnd to 
that has achieved such eminent success as the Mungret make that compensation. If a loss has been suffered 

College — a rising College under great difficulties — lias it has been caused, not by us, but by on Act of Parlia- 

at the University Examinations. They have also erected nient which altered the original trusts, 
buildings out of their own pockets to tho amount of 79. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — 1 really think there 
£12,000 or £14,000 ; they have expended besides out is between us not so much a difference of principle, as 
of their own pockets a sum which* the Rev. Mr. Head a question of fact. Lord Monteogle says if you are re- 
lias shown involved a loss of £G50 annually to them lieved from agricultural teaching, you should give up 
in carrying on this establishment. Therefore I say the endowments that are still available for it. You 
they have done their duty and wo have done ours. Wo say on the other hand “Wo want to bo relieved from 
have handed over to them all that we hail with tho tho agricultural teaching, because it is a sham, and 
exception of what I mentioned. Those old biddings, the endowments are already appropriated to other 
and this old endowment wore the consideration for purposes.” The whole question is whether they are 
the lease, those we have handed over. Yon ask me or not. Tho Act, and tho Lord Lieutenant's scheme, 
now what is to be taken from the lessees and given to put Father Head under responsibility for ngri- 
otlicrs. I say not a farthing. You have no right to cultural teaching, so it comes round in tho end to tlie 
touch the money, to touch tho endowment, to touch tho question, whether there is, at this present moment 
building8,yon have no right to touch what is the property in the hands of tho Jesuits, who are using it for 
of tlie Jesuits as much as any man’s private property literary teaching, a fund, of which the existing trust 
belongs to himself. What wo have a right to do, and is agricultm-.il. If there is, and they want to be re- 
what you are colled upon to do is to make, if you think lieved from that trust, we canuot discharge the money 
fit, such necessary alterations in the scheme ns will not from that trust, but we ought to give it, according to 
affect the invested money interests of the parties, and Lord Monteagle’s view, for tlie purposes of tho trust 
which will not be such as will make it impossible to If, on the other hand, tho trust has been got rid of, 
them to carry out their scheme. Your lordships in they ought to keep the money ; and I say, with full 
your very early observations to-day made two obsor- reservation of a right to reconsider my view, that I 
vations I fully concurred in, and was delighted to hear, think you exaggerate the extent to which the existing 
The one was that you respected the equitable claim statute or scheme justifies you in throwing ngri- 
that these gentlemen have for the money that they cultural education and undenominational education 
have expended for public purposes. Tho other was, overboard, just os you omit to take into account 
if I caught it right, that you would be no party to any that you now propose to get rid of two Protestant 
alteration in the scheme that would make it practi- trustees out of five who appear to be the represen- 
cally impossible for tho lessees to carry out their duty tatives in some way of the old agricultural trust, 
as their consciences required. I will only make one or Sir S. de Fere. — With regal’d to getting rid of the 
two observations further. It has been said “ true that liability to teach agriculture, and asking us to pay 
lease was made, and your are bound by its provisions, something for that remission, all I can say is, tliat we 
but that lease was made under conditions.” And some deny any liability, legal or equitable to pay, nor have 
gentlemen say, “ one of the conditions was that it wo thrown undenominational education overboard as 
should be an undenominational school, but yon have long as we faithfully observe the conscience clause 
made it a denominational school.” The poreon to imposed by the scheme of the Lord Lieutenant, 
decide the mode in which tlie undenominational 80. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T he question is not 
character was to be affixed to the school was the Lord of paying ; it is whether you have money at present that 
Lieutenant. The Lord Lieutenant fixed its unde- is bound by nu agricultural trust. If so, von have no 
noininationaiity by a conscience clause ; that conscience claim, either at law or equity to apply it to any other 
clause has been faithfully observed, and therefore if tho purpose 1 

College has been made denominational, which I deny, Sir S. de Fore. — I must have very much failed to 
if has been done by the Lord Lieutenant and not by express my views if I gave you any reason to think 
the lessees. The second point that I would remark on that I admit for one moment that we had not fulfilled 
is, it is also said, “ Oh, but you are bonnd to keep up tho agricultural trust. I state most distinctly and 
agricultural education, und yon have not done it.” positively, that we have fulfilled, and are fulfilling it 
My answer is that the assertion is contrary to tho to this day as far as it could be reasonably expected, 
fact. The J esuits have appointed a very skilled person 81. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You have done your 
at a very high salary for the purpose of cultivating tho best, and the result has been as you said yourself “ a 
seventy-acre farm. So far 98 tlie teaching of the science great sham.” 

of agriculture goes, it is very difficult to engraft it upon Sir S. de Fere. — It has been put that if we are re- 
a literary system, and impossible to do so effectually lieved from this agricultural liability we ought to pay 
where tho pupils cannot be expected to assist in the for it. I say we have no money out of vdiich we can 
practical working of the land ; hut so far as it could be pay it, we cannot pay it. We would very much prefer 
engrafted, it has been engrafted by the lectures which to get rid of what I think is a sham, but if you think 
have been regularly delivered upon agricultural fell era is- we should pay for that remission, leave it as it is. 
try. If the students take no interest in these lectures, 82. Dr. Traiix. — B ut supposing you are not asked 
and are necessarily kept to other and higher work, it is to pay it in cash, but to leave other money in Protest- 
a very unfortunate fact that the scholars that go to that ant hands as a set off? 

school do not care for agricultural instruction, and if Lord Justice Naish. — T hat would be a curious way of 

you could get rid of the agricultraal instruction from satisfyingthe agricultural claims of tliecounty Limerick, 
the scheme I think that it would be a great blessing, Sir S. de Fere. — It is the same thing whether we 
because it would lie the converting of a great sham into are asked to do it directly or indirectly. Indirect 
a great reality. Only two acres are reserved under the arrangements might satisfy some very astute minds, 
scheme. How can 50 or 1 00 hoys be practically they don’t satisfy mine. If we are to pay, let us payi 
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Lord Monteagle . — I did not propose that the trus- 
tees should pay anything, hut the lessees. It is one 
of the terms of tho lease that they should give agri- 
cultural instruction. 

Sir & de Vere . — I have only to ask you to look at 
what the position of the College would be, os regards 
the public interest, if you should put terms upon the 
present holders which they cannot accept. If such 
unfortunately should be the fact — I now speak for my- 
self alone, — if that unfortunately should be the fact, I 
see nothing that would prevent the present lessees from 
surrendering a farm and an establishment which they 
could no longer hold with benefit to themselves or to 
the public, demanding full compensation, and receiving 
it from somebody or other, I am not prepared to 


say whom, for what they have laid out, and leaving Oct. is, lm. 
upon our hands, or upon the public hands, a vast eTT _ E 
amount of buildings that they could turn to no profit- do Yere. * 
able use, and a vast amount of debt which they will 
have Incurred in paying the compensation due to those 
who have retired. I have no more to say. I appeal 
to you as lawyers, upon the question of the validity 
of that lease, and upon the money rights of the 
Jesuits, under the lease, but I appeal also, and shall 
appeal, if necessary, to the legislature of this country. 1 
I believe it will not be necessary to do so, because 
1 am now appealing to a tribunal which contains 
men who respect the security of tho law, and who re- 
spect the rights of conscience, and I believe I shall' 
not have spoken in vain. 


Mr. J. G. Barry. 


You asked about the object of the trustees in seeking 
to have the lessees incorporated ; I think tho intention 
was that they would be incorporated as a governing 
body for tho school alone, and we, the trustees, would 
have to apply the funds. 

Lord Justice FitzG ibbon.— That is what I under- 
stood your plan really to bo ; that the trustees shall 
have no function except to see that the scheme is carried 
into force, and that all the provisions for education 
shall be in the hauds of an incorporated governing 
body appointing tho Hector from their own order ; I 
think that is a denominational institution. 


83. Dr. Tjiaill. — Who would be tho legal owners of G. 
the property, the trustees or the lessees ? ' Barry. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The trustees would be., 
the owners of tho reversion upon the lessees, interest, 
and the lessees would be impregnable as long as they . 
observed the scheme. It would be just like the case 
of a landlord who let a house to be used for a par- 
ticular trade on a fee-farm grant, with power to re- 
enter if it ceased to be used for that purpose. I think 
we might now hear the Bishop, ancl then tho Dean. 


Bishop O' Dwyer. 


84. I substantially agree with a great deal of what 
Sir Stephen de V pro lias said. Tho J esuits, as a private 
body, having got Mungret on certain terms should have 
their rights in that reserved, and I do think they have 
a right as private owners to the whole endowment of 
Mungret as it stands. I think the very best use that 
could be made of it was made for the public interest at 
the time. And therefore I don’t think it is a question 
as between Catholic and Protestant, but it is between 
the Jesuit body as a private body, and the public 
that tlie interest is at stake, and you have to settle 
between them and the public as you would between 
any other private individual and the public. I don't 
think there can be any question whatever of set off 
on that account. If you have to deal with another 
endowment in Limerick after this, I think it would be 
an utterly unfair thing to misapply some of the 
money of the other endowments in Limerick in order 
to compensate for tlie misapplication of any endowment 
in Mungret Treat Mungret absolutely on its merits. 
We the Catholic body in Limerick simply ask you to 
consider that you have in Mungret College a body of 
teachers who got it under certain circumstances, and 
we simply ask that justice be done to them, and in 
your dealings with them don’t consider whether they 
are Catholics or Protestants. I believe that Mun- 
gret is at this minute a denominational school. It has 
been so from tlie day it got into Father Bourke’a hands 
and the Jesuits’ hands, and any change you make in 
this scheme may make a change on paper, but for sill 

E raotical purposes it is and has been tlie same, and as 
u- as I am concerned, and as long as I am Bishop of 
the diocese, I will never allow any other but a denom- 
inational college or n denominational school in the 
diocese. We will not have mixed education either 
in Mungret or any other place, and I see no meaning 
whatsoever in putting down a conscience clause on 
paper when we know very well in our hearts that no 
one will ever come there to avail of tlie conscience 
clause, so we had better deal above board with the thing. 

85. Bev. Dr. Mollov. — Of course your lordship 
knows that the observance of a conscience clause is 
necessary to get result fees from the Intermediate 
Education Board 1 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — If it be, it only shows what a sham 
the whole thing is. Through the whole country they are 
trying to pretend to themselves and others that they have 
undenominational education, and they know they have 
not. If you determine that that contention is not j ust, 
aivl that there are attaohed to the property at Mungret 


certain agricultural trusts then it will be for you to Bishop 
say what is to be done with this, and if it is ascer- ® W}Cr ‘ 
tamed that there is something at Mungret attached 
by an agricultural trust I entirely agree with what 
Lord Monteagle says, and hold it should be devoted 
to agricultural teaching. * And I hold it ought to be 
devoted to agricultural teaching in the county because 
it is evident that agricultural teaching belongs to 
people living in the county and not to people living in 
tho city, and engaged in urban pursuits. You ask 
then if there is a fond that is attached by an agricul- 
tural trust that is obviously undenominational, in 
which Protestants and Catholics have equal rights, 
and if you make Mungret an absolutely denomina- 
tional college, how then will you provide for the rights 
of the Protestants to their share of that money. What 
I venture to suggest is this. In the National system 
throughout the country now there is a vast improve- 
ment in the increased attention that they are giving 
to practical training, and a part of the National 
Educational system now is the teaching of agriculture 
in all their schools, not only theoretical but practical 
agriculture. If it is ascertained as the result of this 
inq uir y that them is money belonging to Mungret 
College available for agricultural purposes I say that 
it ought to be put at the disposal of the National 
Board, and that they should establish a series of prizes 
for the teaching of agriculture in all the National 
Schools without distinction of Protestant or Catholic 
throughout the county, and so you will provide for 
agriculture and for the rights of all denominations. 

86. Lord Justice Naish. — Is there a demand, do 
you think, for that kind of thing amongst the farmers 
of the county Limerick 1 

Bishop O'Dwyer . — I think that if there is not a 
demand there ought to be a demand. I quite agree- 
with Lord Monteagle that the people want agricul- 
tural teaching. Understand of course, that all £ say 
is subject to the condition that there is money for the 
purpose, but if there is money found to be available 
for the pur-pose, 1 believe it could not be better applied 
than to improve the agricultural knowledge of the 
peoplethroughouttheentire county irrespective of creed, 

87. Dr. Thaw* — D on’t you think the fanners gene- 
rally think they can teach agriculture to their own 
boys at home 1 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — Undoubtedly they do, and the less 
they know, the more confident they are of their power's 
to teach, but I think they would be far better taught 


college. ^ ^ 
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OctrjiB, 18K9. Very Rev. Dean Bunhury. 

Very Rev. 88. Lord Justice FitzGibuon. — Now, Mr. Doan, you Wilson lias suggested, that an amicable arrangement 

DeauBunbury Lave heard very clearly and fully the views on the point could be made in sucli a way tliat we might give up 
as to which we are anxious to be helped ; it is now dis- onr claim on Mungret, in order that we might main- 
puled that there is any portion of this Mungret money tain our claim, and have it allowed on Leamv’s. 
at present bound by an agricultural trust, and it is also 89. Rev. Dr. Mollov. — The endowment of Mungret 

disputed that there can be any set off in favour of the was originally for agricultural teaching for the sons of 
endowments or any diversions of funds from the present farmers; the Loamy endowment was exclusively for 
lessees on the ground that they have spent their money the children of the poor ; and the rights of the poor 
on the faith of getting the whole endowment. to the Leamy endowment ought not to be sacrificed 

Dean Buthury . — I don’t know that I have much in order to make compensation for an endowment 
to say as regards Mungret. T am not here to oppose intended for agricultural education ? — I see that 
it, but 1 stand up here to support the claims of the difficulty, lmt I quite understood that the idea of 
Protestants as regards Leamy's School, and I would establishing an agricultural college was given up. 
he quite willing to give up any claim that the Lord Justice FitzGibuon. — Lord Montoagle’s pro- 
Protestant community have on Mungret, provided we posal, and if the funds exist there is agood deal to be 
are enabled to continue to enjoy the advantages we said for it, is, that the endowments are still agri- 
have in Leamy. cultural endowments, and ought to be applied for agri- 

88a. Lord Justice FttzGibbon. — We mil be glad to cultural teaching, either in National schools, as the 
hear you fully in respect to Leamy's School wlieu we Bishop proposes, or for a dairy farm, 
come to it. Do you make any claim on the part of the Rev. Dr. Mot.loy. — You urged very strongly that 
Protestants to the existing Mungret. endowment, or is the claim of the Protestants was not for a fraction of 
your claim merely that, the Roman Catholics having got the Mungret endowment, but for the advantage of 
Mungret, you ought to get Leamy’s. Then would having an agricultural school to go to. 
come the difficulty that was raised by the JBishop, how 90. Dr. Tuaili.. — -You contend, that if the money 
can we mix up the trusts of one with the other. If was transferred from agriculture to educational pur- 
you have a claim agaiust the Mungret Endowment you poses then your claim is a fair set off! 
ought to get that money, either out of Mungret or some- Dean Bunhury. — Yes; I was not entertaining the 
where else ; if you have the claim we must see what it idea, that this Mungret money should bo devoted to 
is, and, if not, then wc will deal with Leamy's by itself, agricultural purposes. 

You are the person to open Leamy’s case because you LordJusticeNAisn. — Thepersonsentitledtothebene- 

are in possession there, as the Roman Catholics are in fit of the Leamy fund are the poorof the city of Limerick. 
Mungret. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The poor in Ireland. 

Dean Bunbury. — I should be taking from myself 91. Lord Justice Naisii. — Well, it lias been devoted 
very firm ground if I abandoned any claim the Prates- principally to the poor of the city of Lmerick — why 
tants have on Mungret. When you remember the should you take from the Catholic poor of the city of 

source from which the endowment originally came, you Limerick anythiug they have, to make up for a sup- 

vou must admit the public have a very just claim on posed loss that the Protestants of the county of 
the advantages of it. It seems to me that the value Limerick have sustained? 

of the portion of the endowment of Mungret on wliich Dean Bunbury . — By and by, when I speak about 
the public have a claim amounts to very nearly £7,000, Leamy’s, I think that I can show our proposal would 

it may be more or it may be less, it cannot be very not take any advantage from the Roman Catholic poor 

much less. With regard to that I want to call your of Limerick. 

attention to the point Mr. Baxendale but forward, that Sir S. de Vere . — My lord, before you resume 
it would not satisfy the Protestant claim to divide this business, I have been very neglectful in not conveying 
money, and give them a portion of it in proportion to tlieir to you, Lord Emly’s apology for his absence, he is en- 
numbers, that would be very small indeed in this part gaged as Vice-Chancellor of the Royal University in 
of Ireland where we are in such a small minority. Dublin ; he begged of me also to say that in his letters 
The advantages of the institution as a whole should be to you he made some slight mistake as to the number 
considered. The advantages that it would offer, if it of lay and missionary students, 
were an agricultural college, to the whole community Lord Justice FitzGibuon. — We have got the exact 

ought to be considered, and not split up the advan- figures from Father Head. The numbers in his return 
tages by dividing the money. This being so, we having are nearly equal. 

a claim on the original endowment of Mungret College, • Rev. Father Head. — Thirty-eight lay and forty -nine 
I venture to say that we would be very glad, as Dr. clerical. 

LEAMY’S FREE SCHOOL. 

92. Dean Bunhury . — I will begin by stating that we I should be only too happy if we could come to some 
are not prepared to give up our claim to a portion of solution of this great difficulty that has cropped up 
the endowment of Mungret. I strenuously, on be- amongst us. If this endowment of Mungret is to 
half of those I represent, maintain that claim. If, as remain ear-marked and to be continued to the purpose 
was proposed by Dr. O’Dwyer, this money, ear- for which it was originally intended, of course I can 
marked for agricultin-al instruction, were scattered make no claim on it as a set off, but if it is decided 
over the country, and given to National Schools with that it is not expedient to establish an agricultural 
a provision that agricultural . instruction should be school, and that this money, originally intended for 
given there, it would be a virtual handing over of agricultural purposes, is to be devoted to ordinary 
that endo w m en t to the Roman Catholics, because as educational purposes then I claim it as a set off, as I 
the Bishop must be perfectly aware, the National will show you it might be. Now I go to Leamy’s 
Schools in our hands are very few indeed in this school, and I want to impress upon this Commission 
coxmty, so I object most strenuously to that proposal, at the start, that Leamy was a Protestant. It was 
If this endowment is to remain ear-marked as connected stated here on the last occasion of your visit that he 
with agiiculture, I believe that it should be- devoted to was a Roman Catholic. Since then I have made it 
the establishment of an independent school conducted my business to make inquiries as to the religion of the 
strictly on undenominational principles. Now it seems founder of the school, and I have been able to as- 
to me, from toe observations that have been made by Sir certain that he died on the Island of Madeira ; that he 
Stephen de Vere, that the position in which he stands was attended on his death-bed by the government 
is this, -‘ we will take all we can get but we will give chaplain, a clergyman of the Anglican Church ; that 
nothing. That is not the position I stand in to-day. chaplain after his death wrote a letter to Baron Fitz- 
I am fully prepared— representing the side that I do re- Gerald, who was a friend of Leamy’s, Baron Fitz 
pi-esent to any that we are ready to give and take, and Gerald had that letter in his possession but it went to 
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England for some purpose or other. But there is no 
doubt whatever us regards this fact that Baron Fitz- 
Gerald did receive this letter, describing Leamy’s 
death-bed from the chaplain who attended him, and I 
believe I am not mistaken in saying that Lord J ustice 
FitzGibbon is aware what I shite is the fact. Another 
j>oint I want to impress on the Commissioners is 
that Leavny not only was a Protestant himself but he 
entrusted the distribution of the residue of his property 
to the hands of Protestants and left them n very great 
discretion as to how that monoy was to lie allocated 
for the purposo of education. When these executors 
refused to carry out their trust and it had come into 
the Court of Chancery, who were the persons that the 
Court of Chancery appointed to cany out this trust 1 
They were all Protestants, they saw Leamy’s intention, 
and they carried it out to the best of their ability, 
Now we have to deal with money that came from a 
Protestant source ; it was given for the advantage of 
the poor, that I acknowledge. Dr. O’Dwyer made 
a point on the last examinations that Leumy’s in- 
stitution at present was not carrying out the intentions 
of the founder, inasmuch ns the poor of Limerick were 
not educated there. I say that this is not so, with 
all due respect to Dr. O’JLhvyer, the poor Protestants 
of Limerick arc educated there, and it is a great 
mistake to say that we have uol any poor Protestants 
amongst us in Limerick. I regret to say that wo have 
many of the class for whom this institution was, I 
believe, established, and who derive from this institu- 
tion as it at present exists unquestionable benefit. We 
have Protestants who have been reduced from higher 
positions in life who try to maintain a respectable 
position ; there are many poor Protestants in Limerick 
that yon will see walking the streets with a respectable 
appearance and of respectable character who are barely 
able to provide for themselves the necessaries of life 
at home. Those are the class of poor Protestants 
for whom we say Leamy's institution ought to be 
maintained. And when Dr. O’ Dwyer said that we 
have no poor Protestants in Limerick, and that we are 
not caiTtying out Leamy’s intention when we ore 
educating this class I maintain Dr. O’Dwyer is 
not acquainted with the facts. Now the idea I 
think, in some persons minds is that Leamy's endow- 
ment should be divided, and that portion of it should 
be given to the Protestant community and portion 
to the Roman Catholics. I believe that division 
of Leamy's endowment would be the destruction 
of Leamy’s institution. How would you divide 
it in the first place 1 There are Roman Catho- 
lics at one side, and there are Protestants of 
different denominations at the other side. If it was 
only a question between Protestant and Roman 
Catholic the divisions might not be so difficult, but 
when it is a question between Roman Catholic? and 
Protestants of various denominations, how are you 
to divide it 1 You may out it up into five or six parts, 
hut of what use would that be 1 So I maintain that 
if you divide Leamy’s endowment you destroy the 
institution. It has been said that the Roman 
Catholics don’t avail themselves of this institution. 
Here I will have to talk rather plainly, but I don’t 
want to hurt the feelings of any person. Now, why 
don’t the Roman Catholics avail themselves of this 
institution 1 Because they have been compelled by 
their ecclesiastical rulers to withdraw from it. At 
one time this school had thirty-seven Roman Catholics 
in it. The Board was for the most part Protestant. The 
first Chancery scheme appointed a Board of Protestants ; 
that scheme was altered, and there were one or two 
Homan Catholics put on it — Lord Emly and Dr. Kane. 
That Board when thoy had the opportunity co-opted Dr. 
Butler, the former Roman Catholic Bishop of Limerick, 
and he took part in the management of the institution 
until he took exception to something in the manage- 
ment, I believe because a Protestant was appointed 
head master. The co-option of Bishop Butler will 
show that the Protestant governors were not bigoted, 
hut were disposed to be fair and liberal in the man- 
agement of it. Well when Bishop Butler was annoyed 


at something that was done, he gave an order that L Oct. a*, zssa. 

the Roman Catholics should be withdrawn. There y e 

were thirty-seven on the books at the tittle and they DeanBunbury. 

were almost all withdrawn — not all, but morn than 

thirty of them. Since then the Roman Catholics have 

come back, and at the end of the summer vacation 

there were twelve Roman Catholic girls in the school, 

and one boy. We have now only three Roman 

Catholic gills in the school and one boy. Why did 

they withdraw 1 Because an order was made that they 

should withdraw and the parents of these children were 

told that if they did not withdraw their children from 

that school. First Communion would be denied them. 

Evidence is forthcoming of that fact, and if the Com- 
missioners wish it I shall put them in the way of ob- 
taining that evidence. Those facts I mention to show 
that this school was fairly well attended at one time 
by Roman Catholics. We have a Protestant master, 
and a Roman Catholic master, and the religion of the 
children is not interfered with. The directions 
of the Court of Chancery are carried out. Those 
directions were as regards religious instruction, that 
the Bible should be read without note or comment 
by the Protestants in a separate room provided for 
them, and that the Roman Catholics should read some 
particular books on the scriptures in a separate room. 

93. Rev. Dr. Molloy 1 — What were the particular 
books? 

Dean Bwnbvry . — The books approved of by the 
National Board. Those rules are strictly carried out 
now. I mention these facts to show you that we are 
endeavonringso far as we can to carry out thointentions 
of the Court of Chancery. Now if you take away Leamy’s 
school from us, if you disturb its present constitution, 
you will take away a vast advantage from the poor 
Protestants of the city of Limerick, and if you divide 
it what will we getl We will get nothing. If you 
divide it according to numbers you may give us the 
building, but what use is it to us ; you may as well 
throw it down, if we have no money to keep it up. 

Then again I believe that if you destroy Leamy’s 
school as at present constituted you will deprive the 
Roman Catholic children of Limerick of a very grea ' 
advantage. For I say, I give it as my opinion, m 
rashly arrived at, but ufter due investigation of cit 
cumstances, that there are numbers of Roman Catholic 
parents in Limerick that would be sorry to see such 
a school destroyed, and that would, if they were pev- 
luitted, and independent, send their children to that 
school at present. 

i ‘94. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — How many Catholic children 
have you at present ? 

Dean Bunbury . — We have four, and those Roman 
Catholic children are attending notwithstanding the 
efforts that have been made to withdraw them. Some 
of the Roman Catholics feel that the schools they have, 
the high class schools, thelntermediate schools, go in too 
much for what is called Intermediate examinations : 
they pick out the boys that have most ability, talent 
aud application and push them forward and they make 
a great show, and they deserve immense credit for it. 

Then the boys of a plodding nature and those whose 
parents don’t desire that they should go high up in the 
ranks of eduoation don’t receive the sound education 
that they would receive in such a school as Leamy’s 
school, not an Intermediate school, but a middle class 
school It is not as an Intermediate school I would 
advocate the maintenance of Leamy’s, but as a good 
sound middle class school, where the children of mid- 
dle class parents, shopkeepers and tradespeople nmy 
receive an education fitting them for the walk in life 
they are intended for. So that not only would you 
deprive the Protestant poor of Limerick of an institu- 
tion of vast value to them, but you would also be 
depriving some of the Roman Catholic children of the 
city of an advantage to them. I ask you to keep 
Leamy's school as it is, an undenominational school. 

The Roman Catholic Bishop of Limerick in his com- 
munication to the Commissioners, page 353, says “ It 
is by Leamy’s will an undenominational endowment.” 

Dr. O’Dwyer acknowledges that. I go with him to 
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Oct. 25, J88S. that extent, and I say maintain it as undenominational. 

— Dr. O’Dwyer said in my presence, as long as lie was 
DcauBuntmry. Bishop of tlie diocese lie would never allow Roman 
Catholics to be educated with Protestants. I am as 
strongly against Protestants being educated with 
Roman Catholics as he can be. I sny that Protestants 
derive no advantage whatever from being educated 
with Roman Catholics. I would have a denomi- 
national school at Leamy’s if I could, hut that would 
not be carrying out the will of the donor, and there- 
fore I don’t advocate it, or ask that it should bo so. 
But I say it is quite possible that this school should bo 
conducted as it is at present, and the faith of the 
Protestants, and the faith of the Roman Catholics 
should be entirely unmcddled with. Therefore on 
behalf of the board of Leamy’s school and on behalf of 
the united phalanx of the Protestant community of 
Iiimeridc, I say that all denominations are standing 
here with a bold united front in this demand Unit 
Leamy’s should not be interfered with, but that the 
Commissioners should, subject to any reformation they 
may see necessary, allow it to continue on as it is. 
I believe in so doing they would be carrying out the 
wishes of the founder, and that they would have an 
institution in which the poor of Limerick, Protestants 
and Roman Catholics, would be educated. 

95. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Ixr one of the com- 
munications we had from Bishop O’Dwyor, he said 
that Leiuuy’s building would make a first rate Catholic 
model school. As a matter of fact, in what respect does 
tho education given at Leamy’s differ from the class 
of education given at the Model School ? 

Dean Bunbury. — It is more advanced, there ore 
subjects taught there that arc not taught in. the Model 
School, as you will see by the scheme arranged by 
the Court of Chancery in 1874. 

96. There is no subject mentioned in the Chancery 
scheme that is not in the fifth or sixth standard at 
least as an extra subject 1 

Dean Jiunbury . — There is not. 

97. How many pupils are at present attending the 
Model school ? 

Dean Bunbury. — I don’t know. 

98. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — How many are attending 
Leamy’s school! 

Rev. Mr. Dowd. — The returns for September 
are : — Male department, 37 on roll, free 14, average 
attendance 33 ; females, 56 on roll, free 19, average 
attendance 52. Total, 93 on roll, average attendance 
85, and of those 33 are free. 

Dean Bunbury . — A few days ago I attended the 
school, saw the roll books, and took down the numbers. 
In the girl's school 73 on the roll, 20 of these are 
called “ free pupils," and there are three or four more 
free in addition to those 20. Boys on the roll 45, and 
of these 1 6 are free. 

Dr. Mollovt. — Between September and October the 
roll grew from 56 to 73 for gilds. 

Rev. Mr. Dowd. —May I mention the numbers for 
J une before the school broke up. Male department, 
5th June, number on roll, 46, paying pupils, 31, free 
pupils, 15, average attendance 38. Girls, number on 
roll, 67, paying pupils, 47, free pupils, 20, average 
attendance 64. So that for June tho total number on 
the roll is 113, and total average attendance 102. 

99. Lord Justice PitzGibbok. — When did your 
school reopen after vacation ? 

Rev. Mr. Dowd . — Second of August. 

100. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — This would indi- 
cate that the attendance in September, after resuming 
business, is a little lower than either June or October. 

Dean Bunbury . — Many of the children were then at 
the sea ; and had not returned. 

101. Lord Justice FmGiBBox. — Thenumberin 1887 
was 1 1 0, 65 girls and 45 boys. Of these 37 boys who 
are there now, how many would you describe as poor ? 

Rev. Mr. Dowd. — Of course the free pupils go off 
at once as being poor, that is a necessity. 

102. Lord Justice FitzGibdon. — Are they admit- 
ted on satisfactory evidence that they are poor 1 — Yes. 
Of the others I think three-fourths would require 


assistance in getting education; that would he the 
test of a poor person. 

103. Rov. Dr. Molloy. — Nearly everybody would 
require assistance in getting education! — A man with 
a small income, and a large family, is in a different 
position from a man -with a salary and a srnnll family. 
But those that would require iissistanco to educate 
them I would say are three-fourths. 

104. How many of tho children attending the school 
arc of tho class that go to tho National schools in the 
city of Limerick ? — They are somewhat better. 

105. Arc they all of a better class 1 — I think they 
are all of a better class than those who attend St. 
Michael's National school, but they are much about 
the same cluss that attend the Model school, a little 
better, with tho exception of those who are able to pay, 
and send their children to Loamy's school because they 
get a better education. 

Dean Bunbury . — If you would allow me to read the 
parents occupations : — Draper’s assistant, draper, 
small fanner, watchmaker, butterbuyer, clerk, farmer, 
parents dead, clerk, parents dead, farmer, oil aud 
coloiu-miux, farmer, clerk, farmer, process server, grocer, 
builder, baker, coachman, clerk, militia sergeant, father 
dead, scripture reader, warder of a gaol, bacon killer, 
father dead, gunsmith, water manager, ibc., &c., that is. 
the class. 

106. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We summarised 
the evidence : — 

“ As regards the circumstances of tlie pupils, the evidence 
goes to show that tho free pupils arc the children of the- 
poor, but that the others are not children of the poor, but 
include children of tlie* gentry, shopkeepers, and the respec- 
table middle class." 

Do I understand that three-fourths of these are 
children of persons who could not afford to give their 
children middle class education without assistance 1 

Rev. Mr. Dowd. — Yes. 

Dean Bunbury . — This list does not include tlie 
free children, and I know that some of these peoplejhave 
children at home that they don’t send, because they 
arc not ablo to pay .£2 a year. 

107. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Why don’t they send them 
to the National schools 1 

Rev. Mr. Dowd. — I don’t know. 

108. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Is it because they think 
they would associate with a lower class of pupils ? 

Kev. Mr. Dowd. — Some of them have an objection 
to a National school. 

I think you mentioned that a good many of the 
children were away at the sea during the month of 
September 1 

Dean Bunbury. — Yes. 

109. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I understood Mr. 
Dowd to say that the cliildren were very much of the 
same class as Uxose who go to the Model school ? 

Rev. Mr. Dowd . — It is very hard to judge of class, 
but it is much about tlxe same. 

110. Lord J ustice FitzGi buon. — Can nobody tel 1 us 
how many pupils tlxei'o are at present at the Model 
school, either Protestants or Roman Catholics 1 

Dean Bunbury . — I cannot tell you, it is not in my 
parish, it is Archdeacon Hamilton’s pariah, but he is ill. 

111. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Are they chiefly. 
Px-otestaut 1 — I think there are a good many Roman 
Catholics. 

112. I wont to find, by adding your 1 10 to those at- 
tending the Model school, how many Protestant 
children of that class there are. We have already got 
evidence of the number of those attending the parochial 
schools ? — They are of a different class, they oro 
primary sohools. 

113. Mr. D. F. Browne, b.l. — Mr. Dean, are those 
occupations you have read out typical of the parents 
of the poor? 

Lord J ustice Naish. — I understood him to say that 
those were tlie occupations of the parents of the pupils 
who paid. 

114. Mr. Browne. — -Wliat are the occupations of the 
parents of the free pupils ? 

Mx\ Mercer (Head Master of Leamy’s School, vead- 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, 1889-90. 15 

ing ) : — “ Coachman, dork (n very small 1 clerk), militia Mr. Browns. — Anyway, to the extent that the Oet.is, me. 

sergeant, two boys whoso mother is maintaining them children now attending Loamy's could get education v ~ — 

at present, father dead, a scripture reader, two boys elsewhere the application of the Leamy endowment is TW^Bnnimrv 

wliose fathers are warders in the gaol, a man who is at present ineffectual. ' * 

employed as a dnv labourer killing bacon, another 126. Dr. Traill. —W ould not that cut with far 
boy whoso father is dead, he is very poor ; another greater force against the application to the Tinman 

whose father was u gunsmith, he is dead now ; a Catholic poor who could all get education at the 

waterworks manager. ” National schools 1 

115. Lord Justice Naisu. — That is thesame list that Mr. Browne. — No, because the poor schools for 

was read by the Dean ? Catholic boys are not National schools ; and there is 

Mr. Mei-cer . — Yes ; the Dean made a mistake, he practically no school in Limerick which Catholic hoys 
read the list altogether. Among the free boys there can attend which is under the National system. The 
■are six whoso fathers are dead, they are very poor. question will then arise how best to make effectual the 

Lord Justice FiTzGinnox. — A boy whose father is fund at the disposal of the Commissioners ! 
dead, if he has no means of his own, is a poor boy. 1 27. Lord J ustico FitzGibbon.— W e went to see the 

116. Mr. Browne. — It would not necessarily involve school when we were hero before, and our impression 

poverty in all cases. But I would ask the Dean one is fairly stated in the memorandum. We were all satis- 
or two questions as regards the existing educational fied that the freepupils, generally, wore pupils who were 
provisions for Protestants of the class of the free getting an education that they could not get otherwise, 
pupils. IIow many schools are there in Limerick We thought the others belonged to a better class in life 
in which an educntion^uch as is now given in Leamy’s, than is usually recognised as “ the poor,” a meritorious 
could be procured ! class, who want education of this kind, but not usually 

Dean Banbury. — Not one. looked upon as K poor." 

117. Mr. Br oio ne . — The Cathedral Grammar school! Rev. Dr. Wilson. — Mr. Browne seems to take it for 

— We have no Cathedral Grammar school, the Cathe- granted that there is abundance of room for these chil- 
dral Rchool is a very primary school. dren in other schools under Protestant management. 

118. The parochial school of St. Michael's!— -It is a As a matter of fact Archdeacon Hamilton's schools 

primary school under the National Board. under the National Board are full, or nearly full. 

119. You have an elementary class at Leamy’s, what I state, as a very gratifying circumstance, that since I 
proportion of the free pupils could get the same appeared before the Commissioners on a previous 
■education in any other school in the town 1 — My im- occasion, our female Bcliool at the Villiers’ Insti- 
pression is, tlint the free pupils derive an education tution in Henry street is so full that we have been 
at Leamy’8 which they could not derive at any considering the propriety of enlarging the b uildin g, 

Protestant primary school in Limerick. and our male school also. 

120. I suppose the free and paying pupils are mixed 128. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — D o you know any- 

up ! — There is no distinction. tiling of the attendance at the Model school ! — No. 

121. Some of the free pupils would be in the elemen- 129. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — M r. Mercer, a good many 

tary school 1 — The young boys are first admitted into pupils I daresay come to your school who have got the 
the Girls school, and pass on into the Boys school. first elements of a primary education before they come ! 

122. Some of the free pupils are in the elementary Mr. Mercer. — Some. 

school! — Yes, some of them are very young. 130. Would that he the case with the majority or 

123. Those in the elementary class could get a similar only with a few 1 — I think the majority graduated in 
education at other educational institutions in the town! the Girls school beginning as infants, and going on 
— They could not get English history any where else, through their classes ; then they are transferred to 

124. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — R emember about me, when they are able to do division, and read fairly, 
elementary schools, a lot of the money left long ago for 131. Have you any large number of pupils who first 
the benefit of the poor was left when they could get no get the elements of primary education in the National 
public help for education whatever ; there is a public schools, and then come to you ! — Perhaps half. I 
provision now for National schools in which the poorest could not toll you the exact figures. 

children are taught, and therefore we have been trying 132. Rev. Dr.MoLLOY. — I should like toget the num- 
to utilise these endowments not for giving an educa- ber of pupils who come to you from National schools ! 
tion which the State assists, but something better. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T hey would belong to 

Mr. Browne . — If sufficient provision exists aliunde the class who, in Germany, when they have got at the 
for the education of the poorer clases now attending expense of the State the rudiments of education, are 
Leamy's, that would be an argument for applying some promoted to schools giving a better education, 
of the fund for the assistance of the institutions that I Bishop O' Dwyer . — As u matter of fact Leamy’s 
represent, namely, the Christian Brothers where the School is the worst school in Limerick, 
poor get an education. There is a large proportion of Dean Bunbury. — I must take exception to that 
the free pupils at present who are getting an educa* statement mode by Dr. O’Dwyer. I nsk what appor- 
tion in no way better than they could get in other tunity has ho for judging— has he ever been in Leamy’s 
schools, therefore to that extent Leamy’s endowment school ia his life! He was asked to sit on the Board, 
is ineffectual. and he refused. We don’t make an attempt to send 

125. Dr. Traill. — I s it not very important that if in children for the Intermediate examinations, but I 

Intermediate education is to be given to them after- maintain the children get a very good education, and 
wards they should be in the hands of good teachers Mr. Dowd, whom we all acknowledge as a competent 
from the first ! judge, gives a very favourable report of the education. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There can be no ques- in the establishment, and it is here before the Com- 
tiouthat of the “poor” in the city of Limerick, do- missioners. 

fined any way that yon choose, a much larger number Rev. Mr. Clarke . — -In Leamy’s school they teach 
are Roman Catholic than Protestant — that is beyond all the boys, not a few. 

question ; but- when you begin inquiring the number Rev. Mr. Dowd . — The Intermediate course goes 
of poor pupils -who get primary education at the over a long range of subjects and does not go into 
National schools, or something better than primary them very deep. 

at the Model school, that does not affect the question Mr. Mercer . — Of the thirty paying boys at present 
of the relative proportion of Protestant and Roman in the place seventeen . have graduated in the Girls 
Catholic poor who ought to come on Leamy's endow- school, the remaining thirteen have comefrom National 
ments. The National schools are open to everybody, schools generally, a small number from country 
In the Model schools there is the difficulty that they National schools. I have one boy coming from the 
are conducted under rules that the Roman Catholics country every day now. 

will not accept, and also they are all chiefly attended by 1 33. Lord J ustice Naish. — H ow far does he come 1 

paying pupils and the fees are soifietiines substantial. — Six or seven miles. 
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Dr. Traill. — I must say of Mr. Mercer, the teacher 
of this school, that I happened to examine him at 
Trinity College the other day without remembering 
■who he was, and I did not find out that lie was the 
teacher of this school until I had given him full 
marks in mathematics at his “ Little-Go.” 

134. Mr. Browne . — I submit that the religion of 
Leamy is not material. You canuot now consider 
the applicability of this fund with regal'd to what 
Leamy was. 

Dean Bunlmry . — But stress seemed to be laid on the 
last occausion on the fact that he was a Roman Catholic. 

135. Mr. Browne . — In one way or the other I don’t 
think Leamy’s religion can afiectthe determination of 
the Commissioners in dealing with the funds at their 
disposal. The Commission will be entirely guided by 
the terms of Leamy’s will, and the thirteenth section 
of the Act, which contains a special proviso that in 
case of an endowment for the education of the poor 
it shall be the care of the Commissioners that that 
endowment shall not be diverted from the purpose 
which the founder intended. The one care the 
Commissioners will have to take is, how the greatest 
effect can be given for the education of the poor in 
the application of this fund. Dean Banbury said that 
this is a great boon to the Protestant [>o|mlution of 
Limerick, and he went so far as to say that it was 
a boon to the Catholic population. As regards the 
iatter, in the past, when it was more or less an un- 
denominational school, it never was a success. The 
Dean at one part of his observations thought that the 
school might be regarded as undenominational, still 
he steams himself to be strongly in favour of having the 
school in future worked on strictly denominational 
lines. We entirely agree with him, and to render the 
charity effectual it must be worked upon the principle 
of denominational education, and that principle will 
of course involve the necessity of dividing the fund. 
Of that division, I submit to the Commissioners, the 
basis of population must be ultimately the basis, sub- 
ject to the consideration that if the Protestant popula- 
tion is so far in a minority, that the amount that 
would be left to them on a strict arithmetical compu- 
tation, would be worthless for the education of Protes- 
tants, they should be treated more generously than 
circumstances would otherwise justify. It would ap- 
pear from the last census, that of the population of 
Limerick city, seven-eighths are Catholic, and for my 
present purpose I deal only with Catholic and non- 
Catholic. The non-Catholic j>opulption have no objec- 
tion betweeu themselves to undenominational schools. 
Let them, if they wish, have an undenominational school 
qua those who differ from the Catholics, but I think the 
basis should be a division in the proportion of the 
Catholio poor to the Protestant. Again, the basis of 
population cannot be strictly adhered to, because if you 
consider the classes of which the Protestant and Catholic 
portions of the community respectively consist, you will 
find tliat the vast majority of the poor are Catholics. 
The labouring classes are almost exclusively Catholic ; 
the smaller commercial class are largely Catholic ; ex- 
cept the employes in some of the larger firms, the em- 
ployes in the city are largely Catholic, therefore the 
proportion of the Catholic poor would be very much 
in excess of the proportion as shown between the Pro- 
testant and Catholic population on the census. There- 
fore, when we claim a division of this fund on the basis 
of population, we are really making a concession, 
having regard to the fact that if we adhered strictly 
to the arithmetical proportion between the Catholic 
and non-Catholic population nothing would be left for 
the effective establishment of a Protestant institution. 
If we went upon the same basis of the needs of the 
respective populations, I think i-egavd should be had 
to the evidence given in 1887, about which there can 
be no controversy, of the closing of Protestant schools 
which should bo available for the education of the poor*. 

Dean Bunbwy . — I want an explanation of that 


poses of an almshonse. It is the fact tliat schools 
which were available for the purpose of the education 
of the poor, have been closed on the ground that they 
were superfluous. 

137. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — That school was 
endowed witli houses iu Nicholas-street, they all fell 
down, and the Court of Chancery closed the school. 

Mr. Browne . — There was income which was disposed 
of by tlio Court of Chancery, for the maintenance of 
widows instead of education. 

138. Lord Justice FitzGiuiion. — N o, there was a 
charity, (wirtly an almshouse, partly a school; the houses 
that produced the income fell down ; there wus a long 
correspondence, the property being incapable any longer 
of supporting both ; the Chancery scheme devoted it to 
the nmintenance of even a reduced number of alms- 
houses. It was a most unfortunate story, as you will 
find from the former reports. 

Bishop O'Dwyer . — I think it is in evidence from 
Dean Banbury, that one reason for shutting up por- 
tion of the Hall Charity was that, in his opinion, there 
were no poor to go there. 

Mr. Broume . — We have admissions again and again 
from the Dean, in his evidence in 18S7, that them 
really is no need for a Protestant poor school. 

Dean Banbury . — I never gave such evidence. Yon 
mistake me entirely. I said there was great need 
of such a school as Leamy’s; there is no need 
for primary schools, because we avail ourselves of the 
National school grants, that is the reason I gave. 

139. Lord Justice FitzGiuiion. — The Dean'H evi- 
dence was that there was no need of any additional 
primary school for the Protestant poor in Limerick. 

Dean Bwnbury. — That was because we availed 
ourselves of the National Board grant. 

Mr. Browne . — Having regard to the existing needs 
of the poor, Catholic and non-Catholic, certainly a 
very much smaller amount would come to the non- 
Catholic population on the basis of population. 

140. Lord Justice Naisii. — If you divide the fund 
according to numbers or according to want, of comae 
the Protestant share would lie .something very small. 

Dean Bwnbury . — Next to nothing. 

141. Dr. Traill. — Mr. Dean you were asked, in 
1878, as to Hall’s Charity, that bad been diverted to 
other purposes. 

Dean Bunbury. — The income became much reduced. 
The houses tumbled down, and the income was reduced 
so much, that the question was whether wo should 
reduce the income of the poor widows, or do away 
with the school ; it was a mere bagatelle as regards 
money, and the Court of Chancery decided it was 
better to support the almshouses, and do away with 
the school as we had not money to do both. 

142. Mr. Browne. — The respective needs of the 
Catholic and non-Catholic population must be con- 
sidered in order to determine how best effect can be 
given to the intention of the founder ; at present the 
number of free pupils — the free pnpils whom we may 
toko it are the poor — in Leamy's school is 33. In 1887 
it was 30, 16 boys and 20 girls. The endowment at 
present, only to t he extent of the fi*ee pupils, can be con- 
sidered as giving effect to the intentions of Leamy — 
they alone are tire poor. Therefore only to the extent 
of 36 pupils can that endowment as it at present stands 
be considered effectual. Now, taking the vulue of the 
buildings at present to be £2,000 — it may possibly be 
more — taking the whole fund to be something over 
£1 2,000, the education of each free pupil at the present 
attendance would cost from £20 to £24 for mere 
education, taking 4 per cent, on the capital value of 
the entire endowment if the endowment were more 
profitably invested. 

143. Dr. Traill. — Why take 4 per cent — it is all 
in Government Stock, producing only 2 J per cent 1 ' 

Dean Bunbv/ry. — There is a rent to be paid. The 
last quarterly payment was only £69, and the rent is 
£40 a year, besides which there are rates and taxes ; 


statement. the endowment is much less than people think. 

136. Mr. Browne. — Dr. Hall’s school was closed — it Mr. Broume . — You must also taka into consider- 
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present value of the school buildings. Anyway the spoke so feelingly, who, although not actually poor, Od. 55 . raj. 

education of each free pupil costs a considerable sum, are in a condition of struggling poverty. We think — 

and when you consider the vast number of children that the application of so much of the fund as would ^ r ' ** rowne - 

attending the Catholic schools that have no endow- come to the Christian Brothers should bo to enable 

ment from the State whatever — the Christian schools, them to give a better class of education, and to 

and some of the Convent schools — it certainly would improve their Intermediate school. 

be entirely wide of the spirit of the 13th section to 150. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Then you agree 

allow the fund to be diverted from the Catholic poor, with us that the best use for private endowments, even 

In the Christian schools, without any State aid, when given for the poor, is not merely to give primary 

the number on the rolls is annually 1,600, between education, for which there are other means now 

400 and 500 pay no school fees, about 1,400 is the available, but to give the better boys, and those who 

average attendance. About 400 pay a penny a week, cannot get it otherwise, a more advanced and better 

less than 400 pay fees from 3d. to 6 d. a week, and we education than the State is bound to give to everybody. 

have 150 in our Intermediate classes ; of these many Mr. Browne . — Undoubtedly that is the application 

are free ; 45 pupils are learning Latin, the entire of the fund which the Christian Brothers would desire. 

number learn French, English, Mathematics, Drawing ; They desire to develop their educational system so as 

70 are learning Chemistry and Philosophy ; 30, Celtic ; to enable the children of the struggling poor who 

a few Italian and Greek. So youhave l,400boysattend- come to their schools to go forward. 

mg schools that are absolutely unaided by the State. 151. Professor Douohbjrty. — D o you mean that 

144. Rev. Mr. Clarke. — Why are they not aided by they would apply it to the Intermediate dep&rt- 
the State 1 Is not the system of N ational {education ment of their schools 1 

open to them as to all other schools 1 There is a large Mr. Browne. — To some extent, but it would not 
endowment waiting for these schools if they only take it. necessarily be limited to the development of Inter- 

Rev. Dr. Molloy. — It is not the first time we have mediate education. It would also be applied to 
heard that question. giving them an education more suitable for commercial 

145. Mr. Browne. — We must proceed on the basis life than the Intermediate education is. Similarly as 

of things as they are. They don’t receive any State aid. regards the female children, the application of this 

As regards the Convent schools, the bishop was ex- endowment in the Convent schools would be for the 

amined before the Commission in 1887, and you have, purpose of enabling the keener-wilted children to get 

at page 37, a statement as to the number of girls such an education as would lead them to a better 

attending the schools. The number on the rolls of stains in life afterwards, than if they merely got the 

St. Mary’s, St. John’s, Pery-square, and the Presen- National school education. I was omitting one 

tation schools, Was 3,104, and the average attendance matter, what has been regarded as the set-off of 

2,224, that would make something over 4,000 Mungret against the Leamy endowment. We do nob 

children attending schools, the greater number of wish that any such principle should be acted upon- ( 

which are entirely unaided. It is, of course, a very arguable question as to- what 

146. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I suppose the are the rights of the lessees of Mungret under their 

3,104 include infants ? local Act, and the scheme of 1883. They have pat 

Mr. Browne. — Yes. their views before the Commission, but we entirely 

147. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.- -I think we may deprecate any dealing with the endowment of Leamy’s 

take it that the number of Roman Catholics attending on the basis of a set-off. I submit that the- Com- 
primary schools in Limerick is about 4,000, and the misaioners, within their powers, properly acting in 
Protestants would be about 500, say 100 in Leamy’s, accordance with section 13 of the Act, can properly 
about 200 in the Model school, and the rest in St. set off Mungret against Leamy’s, the things are not 
Michael, St. John’s, the Villiers’, and Mr. Gregg’s ejitsdem generis at all. In Mungret the intention of 
Schools. the founders was the development of agriculture. In 

Mr. Browne. — Any scheme will he illusory that Leamy’s, the intention of the founder was the educa- 
does not recognise the principle of denominational tion of the poor. In Mungret the area to be benefited 
education. They will not attend any school that is was the county Limerick ; in Leamy’s it was to be the 
not established on that basis. If denominational poor of Ireland, but principally those in and about 
education is provided it necessarily follows that the Limerick city. 

•present endowment must be divided, and if it be 152. Dr. Tbaill. — Do you not think the fact of his 
divided I say divide it on the basis of population ; this saying the poor of Ireland, on the supposition that lie 
will leave a sufficient sum for the non-Catholic popula- was a Protestant, leaving his money to Protestant 
tion, either to form an effective school or to improve trustees, rather points to a Protestant population, of 
the already existing schools, and such a division will which the poor of Limerick would not be sufficient to 
be really much less than on strict right the Catholic fill the school 1 

population would be entitled to. Now, as regards the Mr. Browne. — It is very improbable, having regard 
application of the fund for Catholic education, I to the frame of the will, that he considered the question 
believe Dr. O'Dwyer will state his views as to what of religion at all, but if he bad the viewnow suggested 
scheme he would consider desirable, and on behalf of he would have said Protestant poor, or the poor of 

the Christian Brothers aud the Convent schools, we Belfast or some place else. 

submit that a great portion of that fund should be 153. Dr. Traill. — Why did he Bay “the poor in 

applied to enable the Christian. Brothers to carry on Ireland " J 

their establishment, and also for the schools of the Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Perhaps an answer both 

Sisters of Mercy. to Dr. Traill, aud to some extent to your argument, 

148. Dr. Traill.— They have large grants from may be got if we read the whole sentence:— 

the National Board. “The endowment is to be applied by the trustees to the 

Bishop O' Dwyer. — Y os ; hut they have no power education of the poor in Ireland, principally those in and 
to go beyoud the ordinary low level of the National about Limerick city ; or ns they, my executors, in their 
school. ‘What we. want is to bring some of our schools better judgment shall deem meet to give tins bequest the 
up to the level of the Model schools. m08t; e*t« us * v 6.‘*ff ,cac y* 

149. Sir. Browne. — -We submit that the portion of The legal meaning of “the poor in Ireland" there is 

the fund available for Catholic education would be made to name the field within which his executors were to 
most effectual by enabling the Christian Brothers to spend the trust money. They were not to educate tiie 

give such an education to the- poor attending their whole of the poor of Ireland, but they were to spend 

schools as Dean Bunbury now suggests can lie had at the money on some of the poor of Ireland, principally 

his school ; giving them something better than the those in aud about Limerick City. The founder, 

ordinary National school education, would in many having made that vague will, if his executors had estab- 

cascs be aiding the poor of whom Dean Bunbury linked a completely Protestant school, it would have been 

D 
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Oct . 25. 1680. 
Mr. JjTowne. 


extremely difficult to alter tlieir disposition so long os 
the people getting the benefit were poor. But the 
Lord Chancellor got hold of it, and just as we were 
appealed to eloquently this morning not to disturb what 
had been done under the sauction of the law at 
Mun'wet, here it may be said this has beeu applied 
under a scheme of the Lord Chancellor. 

Mr. Browne. — The difficulty under the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s scheme is the denominational question. If 
the school is to be established or to be continued under 
this scheme, it is undenominational, and it is useless 
as regards the Catholic population. 

154. Dr. Traill. — Which do yon think did Loamy 
mean, a denominational or an undenominational school! 

Mr. Browne. — I don’t think at that time the ques- 
tion was present to his mind. 

Lord Justice FitzGiiibon. — I don’t think there is 
any reason to suppose ho meant a school at all, he 
gave his money to his trustees to spend on the poor 
in Ireland as they thought proper. The man himself 
does not seem to have contemplated establishing any 
institution with liis own name over the door. The 
Chancellor did that. 

155. Bishop O'Dwyer. — Don't you think when 
Leamy, a Limerick man, named Limerick ns the 
principal place where his money was to be spent, and 
he knew nineteen-twentieths of the poor wero Catho- 
lics, it is a fair interpretation of his will to say that 
he meant the Catholics were to get the benefit of it? 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— I do, and I have never 
hesitated to say that the Roman Catholic poor of 
Limerick were, in my opinion, within this will, but 
unfortunately the executors, not having exercised their 
judgment, the Court of Chancery has adopted the 
present mode of dealing with it. 

156. Mr. Browne. — But you are in the position, 
more or less, of his executors now. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbox. — But the estate is not 
as he left it; £4,000 is in. the bu ildings, and thoy should 
bo utilized if possible for the charity. 

157. Mr. Browne. — You should deal with it, I submit, 
as you dealt with the Borough school at Swords. 

Bishop O’Dwyer,— The Chancellor in 1842, when 
he erected these schools, intended that they should 
be available for Catholics as well as Protestants. 
That scheme failed. In 1874 a new scheme was 


propounded to give Catholics the benefit of it 
and that scheme has failed, and the Commissioners 
now find that £4,000 of Leamy’s money invested in. 
these buildings for the purpose of education, is not 
used for t'ne purpose for which it was intended. 

158. Dr. Traill. — Would you be satisfied to leave 
the funds in the possession of tlio Protestants, if we 
could get them a school suitable for them, leaving the 
buildings to you 1 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — Certainly not ; if there is a division 
to bo made it must be made on some rational basis, 
on the proportion of Catholic to Protestant, or the 
proportion of the poor. I would be delighted if a 
rational, and fair, or even generous division was made 
for the Protestants. But as long as it is kept all 
together ' the same failure will mark Leamy’s school 
as has always marked it. 

159. Dr. Traill. — There ore two other cases in 
Ireland that have come before our Commission — they 
were Roman Catholic endowments, left to Roman 
Catholic trustees in exactly the same words, for the 
education of tlio poor. Would you recommend that 
they should he divided 1 I askod Bishop Nulty the 
same question, and ho would not hear of it. 

Lord Justice Naisil — These wove endowments left 
in Mullingar, whore there was uot a poor Protestant 
within ton miles. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — If I had tlio honour to ho on your 
Commission, I would deal with that when it arose. 
But here is a Limerick man leaving his money for 
the Limerick poor, and it is to defeat his intention to 
take it away from the Catholics. 

Mr. Browne . — The basis of set-off cannot be adop- 
ted in addition to wliat I have said, because you should 
take the proportion of the Catholic poor of the county 
to the Protestant poor of the county, if you went into 
the question of set-off at all. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I don’t tliink this is 
any matter of set-off from a lawyer’s point of view 
for several reasons ; the objects of the two charities 
are different, tho trusts are different. What they call 
“give and take,” means that if the Roman Catholics 
have a great institution in which there is public 
money for one purpose in the county, they ought not 
to have a similar institution for another purpose in 
tho city. That is not a legal argument. 


Lord Garina. 


Major-General 

160. 1, as an old soldier, do not feel my.ialf competent 
to express an opinion on an educational subject ; how- 
ever, I feel that a lay Protestant should express an 
opinion, and although there are several more competent 
to do so, as they do not appear inclined to move In the 
matter I cannot remain silent, and without urging the 
claims of the poor Protestants of Limerick. I n th e first 
place it would be desirable to define what is a poor per- 
son? We all admit that the very poor labouring classes 
have ample opportunities of obtaining excellent edu- 
cation under the National system. But a man with 
£100 a year, .and perhaps a dozen children, may be 
ever so respectable, but I call him a poor man, and I 
think ho would corno under the definition of a poor 
man in this trust. We are very much in a minority, 
bub what would become of the poor Protestant children 
who ore now obtaining an excellent education at 
Leamy’s school — notwithstanding what fell frorii my 
Lord Bishop, although there is no dignitary . of the 
church foghorn. I. entertain. a greater respect, and I 
am sure' I, only speak the sentiments of. every Protes- 
tant, as well as of every honest man, in expressing those 
views — however, notwithstanding what he has said 
with regard to Leamy’s scaefol, wo can produce excel- 
lent evidence with regard to the style of education 
which the master is .capable of affording. He is a 
most capable person, and I appeal to the Bishop to 
consider what would become of these poor Protes- 
tants who are now obtaining an excellent education 
at Leamy’s school if you deprive them of it ? I was 
rather amused by. the ingenuous observation of my 


Lord Clarinet. 

old friend, Sir Stephen De Vere. He laid great stress 
upon the fact, of there being a conscience clause in the 
Mungret school, but I should like to ask any reason- 
able person to answer me this question — is it likely 
that any Protestant would send his child to the 
Mungret school? You eliminate from the trustees 
the only Protestants, although perhaps I am rather a 
hard hitter when I say that they would not be any 
very great loss to the school, and if they had been men 
of a stronger fibre the trust would not have come to 
what it him. But would any Protestant send his child 
to a school, the teaching of which was tinder the 
Jesuits, though we know that there are no more 
capable teachers in the world ? Therefore, I appeal to 
the sense of fair play on the part of the Bishop, to 
think what will- become of theso poor Protestants if 
the suggestions he proposes are carried out. They 
will simply have no place where they can obtain a 
superior education. We know from whfit the, Dean 
has said, and it is obvious that, these, parents are not 
in a. position to give a good education to. their 
children, and if ..you split up this fund, Leamy’s 
school, as at present conducted, must cease to exist. 
Therefore, I would crave your consideration for the 
poor Protestants of Limerick. Lord Monteagle has 
laid great stress upon the desirability of establishing 
an agricultural school. I am rather more, largely con- 
cerned in agriculture than he is. . Nobody is more 
strongly of opinion that it would be a most excellent 
thing if an agricultural school could be established* 
But why did not Lord, Monteagle intervene when 
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what I consider a veiy great job was perpetrated in 
taking possession of that school. And if my father 
and the original trustees hud been in existence at the 
time, instead of men of far less mental power, I ‘don’t 
believe that job would ever have been perpetrated. 

Lord Monteagle . — Allow me to say I don't agree 
with Lord Clarina as to its being a job, but I never 
heai-d of the Act of Parliament until it passed. 

161. Lord Clarina . — I kno w it was talked over at the 
time by Protestants, and I, as an independent man, 
who cares veiy little about anybody’s opinion, said at 
the time it was a job, and I repeat it now. 1 think it 
would be far more desirable if a school of agriculture 
was established in Mungret College instead of the 
school they have established there, because I think all 
practical agriculturists must admit that however de- 
sirable it is to convert idolatrous blacks, as far as we 
are personally concerned, it would have been far, bet- 
ter if we could have introduced a better system of 
agriculture into the county Limerick. T won’t detain 
you any longer, but I thought it was only right that 
some independent Protestant should have his say on 
the subject. The practical suggestion I have is a 
compromise. "You have .£70 a year rent received for 
the Mungret school, and also the interest on .£2,000, 
say at three per cent., £60 more. What could you 
do with £130 1 How can you teach practical agri- 
culture without ground? If that college had been 
retained for the purpose for which it had been ori- 
ginally created you would have had a most excellent 


place. And it is a pity that Lord Monteagle did not Oct. it. isss. ' 

come forward at the time this was mooted and suggest . . ^ 7 r . na 

what he does now, that we should follow the example Brm 

of the Cork people and establish an agricultural 

school. I am sure no one would have been more 

ready than myself to help it in a small way. The 

Bishop said it might be applied to National schools ; 

what practical agriculture could they teach ; they havo 

no ground attached to them ; I think it would be 

money thrown away, and what I suggest now is' a 

compromise. Let them have Mungret College, ahd 

make any use they like of it, and leave us Leamv’s 

for the poor Protestants of Limerick. 

162. Lord Monteagle . — I wish to submit in reference 
to Mungret that the question whether there is an 
agricultural trust or not is the first questionto .be 
determined by the Commission, and the question 
whether any particular scheme that has been in 
operation, or that is ‘ in operation now, or any other 
scheme, such as Dr. O’Dwyor has suggested, is prac- 
ticable or not,' is, I maintain, a subsequent question. 

163. Lord Justice FitzGibhon. — Nothing could be 
clearer than the way you put the two points. Is there 
any endowment for agricultural teaching, and is there 
any agricultural trust, ahd if there be, and if the J esuits 
are relieved from that trust, what should he done with 
the property which is bound by it 1 

Lord Monteagle . — I want to guard against its being 
supposed that the two questionswere mixed up together; 
the first question is whether there is a trust or not. 


Dr. O'Sh 

1G4. When Lord Clarina stood up I thought he in- 
tended to apply himself to the question of Leamy'sschool, 
but when he diverged to the question of the Mungret 
school, I was rather taken aback. But I think I may here 
continue to speak of the Leamy school scheme. Wc have 
it here in Limerick that tho Protestants in tlieir schools 
act on tho purely denominational system ; we, on our own 
part, wish to do the same, and I hope that in anything 
done with regard to the Leamy school that it will be 
adhered to. But with regard to Lord Clarina’s appeal 
ad misericordiam on behalf of the Protestant poor of 
Limerick, as I stated in my evidence here before, I 
have lived for the last twenty-two years opposite that 


school, and I don't think I ever saw during that time Dr ' ^‘Staugh 
a child wanting any of the comforts of life entering ness ' ' 
that school. They may be children of men in service, 
couch-builders, or otherwise, but I have always seen 
them comfortable and well clad, and presenting a 
striking contrast to the thousands of our poor children 
who are seeking education from the Christian Brothers, 
and I trust this Commission will not separate with- 
out turning that money, which Leamy intended should 
reach the poor Catholics, to their benefit, and I think 
I would be able to show you that in numbers and 
otherwise we are the parties entitled to it. 


Mr. Jerome Counihan , j.p. 


165. Iwish to state thatllistened to-day to the discus- 
sion with regard to Mungret school as an agricultural es- 
tablishment with considerable surprise. From my own 
personal observations, extending over a long period, I 
know it has been a complete failure as an agricultural 
school, and I believe if you took a vote in Limerick, the 
expression of opinion would be entirely in favour of the 
present establishment there not being interfered with. 
With, regard to Leamy ’s school, the feeling among the 
Catholics of limerick is that they should have a share 
of this endowment, because there are a larger number 
of Catholics in Limerick who believe they ought to get 
the education which this endowment is to help them 
to, instead of being obliged to pay for it, as they are 
now, at the colleges in the city, the Sacred Heart 
College, and the Diocesan College. 

160. Lord Justice FitzGibbojj.— T he education you 
refer to is of a superior character. • 

Mr. Counihan . — Of a superior character, because 
the provisions for the education of the poor have 
greatly changed since this endowment was founded. 

167. Dr. Traill. — Then your proposal would bo to 
apply this endowment to the Intermediate education of 


children whose parents are at present paying for that 
education? 

Mr. Couniluin . — That is my proposal, that some 
arrangement should be made that would obviate the 
necessity of their struggling to pay for an education in 
the colloges in the oity. At the same time I wish also 
to say that it is the opinion that this question of the 
endowment of Mnngret for county education, and the 
endowment of an establishment in Limerick, should 
not be mixed up, but that they should' be treated . 
entirely distinctly. 

168. Dr. Traill. — W hy do you think the Jesuits 
ought to be left in possession? 

Mr. Counihan . — I think they are giving a splendid 
education that is necessary for the county. 

169. Dou’t you think it is a proper tiling that being 
in possession they ought nox to be disturbed ? 

Mr. Counihan . — I do. 

170. Would you not apply the same principle to 
those who have Lcamy ’3 ? 

Mr. Cdunihan . — I don’t think they stand in the 
same position. 

Father Head . — We have spent £14,000. 


Jerome 

Counihan, J.r, 


Eev. Thomas Jlromu, p.p. , b,.n_ 

171. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Then there is still since the original foundation of a site for a girls school liruivue, p.p. 
the claim of the parish priest of Mungret. I under- and a boys school, and at present there is only one of 
stand that claim is founded on the reservation ever these schools. 

D2 
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Oct . 25, 1883. 

K«r. Thomas 
Browne, p.r. 


Rev. Thomas Browne, p.p. — I n 1878 we lincl u school 
for boys and females. When the Board gave op the 
school in 1S78, they took away the school for the 
hoys ; I think that is an injustice to us. 

172. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Do you refer to 
the male school, that at one time was held in the main 
buildings 1 — That is the one I mean. 

173. There never was any second building for a 
National school ? — There was a building for females, 
that is there yet ; but the boys’ school was taken away 
from us in 1878, and I contend that is an injustice to 
us, because it formed an essential part of the system ; 
it had twenty-two years possession ; it was founded 
by moneys voted by the House of Commons, and I 
contend that the National Board could not give that 
property away from its object. 

174. I don't know that you can add anything to what 
we have already proved — the National school for boys 
was held by the National Board in the main building 
of the old Agricultural College ; when the National 
Board surrendered the buildings, of course the rooms 
in. which that school was kept were surrendered too ; 
but provision was made to set apart a site for a 
National school in 1879, when the trustees went to 
Parliament for their Act. We cannot now alter the 
surrender of the Agricultural College, but we can 
secure for you a site for a National school — I under- 
stood you have a National school in the house 
allotted for it — and some little plot of land about the 
school 1— In the female school 1 have, but not for the 
hoys. 

175. Dr. Traill. — How many acres have you with 
the girls school? — I have a site for a boys school, about 
half an acre. 

176. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — It is impossible to 
say that any trust attaches to any of the buildings of 
Mungvet for the purposes of a boys National school, 
because under the arrangement for giving up these 
buildings a site for a boys school is provided for, 
and that site is there. If this trust is in existence, 
one of the first claims on the Endowment should be 
to provide a school for boys on the site referred to 1 — 


I want to get what I had in 1879, or a substitute ; 
when the trustees went before the House of Commons 
they did not make a fair settlement. 

177. We can hardly go back to that; we hoard 
to-day that Lord Clarina never heard of the Act of 

Parliament, and Dean Bunbury told us the same 1 I 

can show that they suppressed things. 

178. Dr. Traill. — Who built the girls school? 

The Board in 1858. 

179. How much money would build the boys school 
for you ? — What I would get from the Board, perhaps 
.£200. 

180. What number of boys would you have in 
that school ? — Fifty or sixty. 

181. Where are they being educated now? — I have 
them in a liouso I got from a farmer pending this 
question. The idea of the age is that small farms 
should be joined to National schools. 

182. You would like a bit of land too? — Yes, and 
that would ho carrying out the intention for which 
Mungvet was intended on the first day. 

183. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Could you give agricul- 
tural teaching there? — Yes; when the farms were 
given up in most other cases the schools wore kept on, 
and there is no reason why that was not done in 
Mungrot. 

184. Dr. Traill. — If you got the two acres that 
the Jesuits have got for teaching agriculture, would 
you teach it? — We could undertake to teach it, and 
the Commission in 1878 advocated that view. 

185. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — If there is a 
trust, as apparently there is, attaching to two acres 
for agriculture, you claim those two acres, and as 
much money out of the general fund as would enable 
you to have a boys school ns well as a girls ? — Yes, and 
as much as would compensate me for the damage clone 
to the school fixtures, which have been damaged beyond 
repair, and we should get compensation for them. 

1 86. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Who damaged them ? — 
They were sent away from the farm into town here, 
they were sent back again, and when it passed into 
new hands they were put into the open air. 


Mr. Alexander W. Shaw, J.p. 


Mr. Alex. W Yon have been good enough to hear the Catholic 
Shew, j.v. laymen, and 1 ask you to hear me for a few min- 
utes. If you take Leamy’s school from the Protest- 
ant community of Limerick you will do them a 
very serious injury. In Limerick we have plenty of 
primary schools, but there is a very great want of an 
Intermediate school. The suggestion of the Roman 
Catholic bishop that a sum of money should be given 
to the Protestants to be divided over their various 
schools to improve their education is no doubt gener- 
ous, but it would not do. What we want is a good 
middle class sohool for those people, who cannot 
afford to send their boys away, with small means, 
and large families, who want a good education for 
their sons if they show ability ; we want a school 
where these boys will fit themselves for business or 
professions. Limerick, I am sorry to say, is a de- 
caying city, and the shopkeeper class, and the Pro- 
testant poor, are very badly off indeed. There is very 
little chance of a young fellow getting to college from 
any of the schools in L i merick. It is a great want, 
and telling very much on the poorer Protestant 
community. 

187. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Though they have Leamy’s 
at present they feel the want very much?- -We feel, 
the want of a school such as Leamy’s might be made. 

188. Yon have the whole endowment at present, 
you say the want you speak of is very strongly felt ? 
— If we were sure of Leamy’s we would have put it 
on a proper basis long ago. Our desire is to make it 

_ a school with 500 or 600 pupils, and get a thoroughly 
^qualified master like the Erasmus Smith schools, and 
■& staff under him. 

189. What you really want is a school for middle 


class Protestants ? — Yes, and the poorer class. I have 
taken considerable interest in the working of the 
Protestant Aid Society, and in the course of that there 
has been revealed to me things I never guessed before ; 
the poverty of some of the people who keep a decent 
coat and a clean shirt would astonish you. It is not 
the man who lounges at the street comer, a man often 
with 35s. a week ; it is the poor clerk with £1 a week 
or even 85s. and a large family, who has to keep up 
appearances, and attend business every day, who is to 
be pitied. I employ a mixed staff, half Protestants 
and lialf Roman Catholics, and the education of the 
young fellows among the Roman Catholics is very 
much better than among the Protestants. 

190. Then you are strongly of opinion that the work 
Leamy’s school has done for the last thirty years was 
entirely unsuited for the purpose you think it ought 
to be applied to? — I mean to say the educational 
standard has increased very much. Our business has 
got: more scientific, and I believe other business too, 
and we want a higher class of education, or we cannot 
compete with English people. 

191. Dr. Traill'. — Do you think Leamy's school is 
doing better work now than it did some time ago ? — 
Certainly. 

192. From wbat time do you date that improve- 
ment ? — The last three or four years. 

193. Since the appointment of Mr. Mercer? — Yes. 

194. Bishop O' Dwyer. — You think the investigation 
by the Commissioners within the last few years has 
stimulated Leamy’s school? — I could not say that, 
but I have no doubt investigation stimulates every 
school. 

Adjourned to next day. 
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PUBLIC SITTING— SATURDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1889. 

At the Courthouse, Limerick. 

Present:— The Right Hon. Lord Justice FitzGibbon and the Right Hon. Lord Justice Naisu, 
J udicial Commissioners ; and the Rev. Gerald Molloy, d.d., d.sc., Anthony Traill, Esq., 
LL.D., M.D., F.T.C.D., and Professor Dougherty, M.A., Assistant Commissioners. 

The Assistant Secretary, N. D. Murphy, was in attendance. 

MUNGRET COLLEGE AND LEAMY’S FREE SCHOOL. 

CLAIM OF “SACRED HEART COLLEGE.” 


195. Lord J ustice FitzGibbon (to Rev. Mr. O'Keeffe, 
s.J.) — In October, 1887, you gave us evidence with 
regard to the Sacred Heart College, and in September, 
1889, we got a letter from you in reference to the 
Limerick Intermediate Endowments. We should be 
glad now to hear any claim to which you think we 
could give effect 1 

Rev. T. O'Keeffe , s . j . — My observations proceed 
upon the basis that you will have some fluids available 
for intermediate education in Limerick, to be given to 
the sons of respectable Catholics who are not in a 
position to pay the full pension at Intermediate 
Schools. There are a great many Catholics of that 
description in Limerick, Catholics whose means are 
scanty, and whose wants are large, as a Protestant 
clergyman said yesterday, people who have to keep a 
decent exterior, but whose circumstances are very 
much straitened. We have at our school at present 
several children of such parents, several we take 
gratis, and several we take at a reduced pension. If 
there be any funds of that kind to be set aside by 
you for Intermediate Education, I make a claim on 
behalf of the Sacred Heart College for a largo portion. 
It is a mistake to suppose that our school is a high- 
class school, or frequented solely by children of well- 
to-do parents. We have some, but we have a great 
many who are not, and our Intermediate School, in 
point of the position of those who frequent it, is 
almost in the same position os the Intermediate 
School of the Christian Brothers. Now, if you, 
as suggested yesterday, endow the Intermediate 
School of the Christian Brothers, you will virtually 
be endowing a school that by the very faot of its 
existence will be in opposition to our school. I do 
not think you would wish to do that. We have op 
to tliis conducted our school in a highly satisfactory 
manner. I appeal to the results in the paper before 
you, which I shall take as read. I shall not enumerate 
the many exhibitions we have got, both at the Royal 
University and at the Intermediate Examinations. It 
is confessed that our school has been a highly success- 
ful one, and I ground my claim — first, upon the fact 
that we have a highly successful school, which is 
ready to give education to the children of poor 
respectable Roman Catholic families, under any con- 
ditions that you may propose. Again, it is, I think 
in our favour that our school has been in existence in 
Limerick for the last thirty-one years. It lias been 
conducted by the Jesuit Fathers for the last thirty- 
one years, and I think that is a title to your consi- 
deration, that a school that has existed so long should 
not now he put into a position by the endowment 
of another school of the same kind that would be 
more or less injurious to it. Again we are conducting 
this school at a pecuniary loss to ourselves at the rate 
of £200 a year. The pension wo get from our boys 
is extremely small, the nominal pension varies from 
£3 to £6 a year, but the average that we receive does 
not amount to £4 per year. If there be a fund avail- 
able for the education of such boys, as I heard sug- 
gested yesterday, we put in our claim. We - have, I 
think a prescriptive title. We have conducted our 
school highly satisfactorily. I might point to several 
who are hero present as living examples of the success 
of our teaching. The gentleman who addi essed you 


yesterday with such ability is an ex-pupil, and behind 
me is another ex-pupil who is entitled to wear on his 
breast three gold medals that he received at the Inter- 
mediate Examinations. I might point to the Most 
Rev. Lord Bishop as a former pupil of our college. 
Those are substantially the claims I wish to urge 
upon you. I don’t know whether you have any funds, 
and of course l don’t know how much the funds will 
be. I dare say you don’t know yourself. 

196. Lord Justice Naish. — I am afraid we know 
they will not be very much. 

Rev. Mr. O'Keeffe . — But for the sake of giving my 
idea of how this fund might be administered, suppose 
there be £100 a year to be devoted to the education 
of such boys as I describe, we, at the Crescent, are 
willing to take, say, ten, twelve, or fifteen boys and to 
educate them for the year at that figure. What gua- 
rantee will you give, you may ask, that they will he 
children of that kind? I will leave it to the Commis- 
sioners to fix the guarantee, you can appoint any 
respectable clerics with the Bishop, or any one else, as 
a committee to select the pupils to be sent to our 
school, and having made a selection we guarantee that 
we will educate them in a proper manner. These are 
the observations I wish to make. 

197. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We are very glad 
to have heard you, but I am sorry to say we have bad 
to say this so often, and it is so unwelcome to our- 
selves, as well as every one else, that I have almost to 
apologize for saying it, that our Act gives us no power 
to create any endowment; we can only arrange for the 
future management of what is in existence. You 
heard yesterday with regard to the public money in 
Mungret, a strong case made that it was appropriated 
originally for agricultural education, and that those 
who are now administering it have the first claim on 
it. There was a suggestion that Leamy's endowment 
which was intended for the poor might be dealt with 
differently in consequence of the existence of the other, 
but in neither case were the funds sought to be made 
available for intermediate education. The only en- 
dowment we know of as existing here for intermediate 
education was that of the Diocesan School. We have 
to deal with that case yet, but you must know the 
peculiar manner in which that endowment was dealt 
with by Parliament in 1869. Under an Act of Eliza- 
beth the ecclesiastical revenues of every diocese in Ire- 
land were made subject to a tax for educational pur- 
poses. But by the Act of 1 869 that tax was not only 
not preserved as a fund for educational purposes, but 
it was merged in the property on which it was charged, 
and as an endowment it entirely disappeared with the 
life of the then holder of it It went into the General 
Church Surplus, and except so far as a portion ot it has 
since been applied for education under the Interme- 
diate Act, it has been diverted to other uses. The 
building of the Diocesan School only remains ; a rent 
is payable out of it, which is an endowment with which 
we have power to deal; we will hear the case pre- 
sently. In dealing witli free endowments elsewhere 
we have endeavoured to follow the principle that they 
should be divided in proportion to the number of pupils 
of the class for which they were intended, and of course 
your claims in that respect could not be overlooked If 
we had any fund to deal with. 
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Oct.it, 1880. CLAIM OF THE CHRISTIAN, SCHOOLS AND CONVENT SCHOOLS. 


198. Mr. C.F. Doyle, ~B.it . — I wish to add to tl ie remarks 
laid before you by Mr. Browne, that since yoiu' last sit- 
ting another school has been attempted to be developed 
by the Christian Brothers, which tends to show that the 
need for education in that part of the city is continu- 
ally growing. I allude to the foundation of the memo- 
rial schools in memory of the former Superior of the 
Christian Brothers, Brother Walsh. These schools 
strengthen the case of the Christian Brothers, and 
the claim which they have upon any fund which might 
be made available for educational purposes. With re- 
ward to the statement which was brought rather em- 
phatically before you yesterday by Dean Bunbury, I 
would draw your attention to the fact that he mainly 
rested Iris claim to the continuance of Leamy’s insti- 
tution in its present condition on the ground that if 
the Protestant community in Limerick wore deprived 
of this institution, they would practically have no other 
of the same character to replace it. Lenmy's school lie 
said was the only school where the Protestants could 
hope to receive for their children a higher class of inter- 
mediate education. Now it seems to me that this 
argument bears quite the other way. What reason 
can them be for the fact that the Protestant commu- 
nity of Limerick are practically dependent for their 
intermediate and high class education upon this one 
charitable institution founded under leamy’s will? 
There can be only one of three explanations: either the 
whole Protestant community of Limerick are in the 
condition of poverty so feelingly put before you by 
Dean Bunbury and Mr. Shaw, in a condition of poverty 
which hides itself and struggles to be respectable, or it 
must only lie the poorer members of the Protestant 
community in Limerick who desire to receive an edu- 
cation for their children in Limerick. Or there is the 
third possibility, namely, that all the members of the 
Protestant community, poor and rich alike, desire to 
receive an education for their children in a school 
which on the showing of the Protestants themselves 
ought to be only applicable for the poorer members of 
their community. It is unnecessary for me to consider 
the first possibility that all the members of the Pro- 
testant community in Limerick are poor, for however 
deplorable is the condition of those mentioned by Dean 
Bunbury j he would not contend that the vast majority 
of the Protestants in Limerick are not in a very much 
better condition, and are not called upon to send their 
children to a charity school. But on the second head, 
that it is only the poorer Protestants who desire to 
have their children educated in Limerick, I say this 
is a possibility, and Mr. Dean will excuse me for fol- 
lowing his own example in trespassing, as he said 
on somewhat tender ground, but if it is the fact 
that it is only the poorer Protestants who desire 
tie education of their children at home, then I say 
it does not reflect credit upon the educationists 
of the Protestant community, and does not appeal 
for the approbation of the Commission. Lastly, 
Mr. Dean has certainly put forward an unwarrant- 
able plea, if he relies upon the failure of the 
Protestant community to supply proper education 
for their own intermediate class, and appeals to the 
Commission to maintain him in a. position which 
supplies from a charity fund that education which 
properly ought to be supplied by their own resources. 
There is this one other point suggested by his remarks, 
and that is that we have in the Roman Catholic popu- 
lation, not merely a number of what, I think lie 
admitted, did not exist in the Protestant community, 
namely, what I would call the destitute poor, as 


opposed to the struggling- poor. He put forward the 
struggling Protestant poor, ns it were, as a counter- 
balance to the destitute poor upon the Roman Catholic 
side. He seemed to say “ we admit we have sufficient 
educational provision for the lower class of our Pro- 
testant poor, but we have a class in a higher depart- 
ment of poverty’ which requires to be met in this 
way.” Now, I would say that this is not a fair set-off 
because there exists in the Roman Catholic community 
also, not merely the destitute poor, but also this 
higher class of poor in more alarming proportions 
among the Roman Cutliolic population than among the 
Protestant, and if the Protestants cun say “our lower 
classes are provided for,” surely we have a very much 
Stronger case, when wo can say, “ our lower .class poor 
are not adequately provided for,” and in addition to 
that tlio higher class of struggling poor exists amongst 
us in higher proportions than among the Protestants. 
But the real point about Lenmy's school. is that it is 
not confined to any class of poverty, but as a matter 
of f;ict, and us Dean Bunbury himself stated yesterday, 
it is practically the only Intermediate School which 
the Protestants of Limerick use, and they use it with- 
out any discrimination as to whether they are poor Pro- 
testants or not. Now this is a fact which certainly does 
not appeal for tlio approbation of the Commission. 
The fees charged in Leamy’s school, are charged to 
rich and poor Protestants alike, and are regulated 
upon too low a scaio, if you put out of sight the feet 
that the recipients of this endowment should be lit and. 
proper objects of charity. 

Dean Bunbury . — Wo arc bound by tlio Chancery 
scheme to charge those fees. 

199. Mr. Doyle . — Still it is an undoubted fact that 
tbis school is availed of by tbe whole body of Protest- 
ants in Limerick ; that is a state of things which docs 
not call for the sanction of the Commission. Leamy’s 
endowment is being used, for educational purposes, in 
a way which attempts to carry out the provisions of 
Leamy’8 will, hub which practically excludes the whole 
Roman Catholic community of Limerick. If Leamy’s 
endowment be divided between Roman Catholics and 
Protestants in arithmetical proportion, the Protestants 
of Limerick would then practically be excluded. What 
we ask for is a compromise between the two, that 
the endowment shall not be maintained in its present 
condition, that it shall not bo divided in arithmetical 
proportion, but that, as the Lord Bishop stated to you 
yesterday, a fail- concession be made, and a practical 
working method be arrived at by a division of the 
emoluments between one and the other. 

200. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — W hat division do you 
propose ? 

Mi\ Doyle . — I would rather leave that to the. 
Bishop. I am not in a position to go into figures. 

201. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — If you could agree with 
Dean Bunbury now, it would help us very much. 

Dean Bunbury . — You ought to bear in mind that- 
the money we are Gghting for amounts to only £300 
a year, and the buildings are in a very bad state of 
repair. It seems a bagatelle to make such a fuss, 
about. If that £300 is divided in any way it will be 
quite useless, the institution cannot be carried on by 
a division. I am most, anxious to arrive at a com- 
promise, no one more anxious, and I would be most 
delighted if any arrangement could be arrived at. 

Mr. Doyle . — I hand in that list of successes, to show 
the work that the Christian Brothers are doing. 
[Hands in document^. 


James Quin, 
esq.. J.r. 


James Quin, esq., J.P. 

202. I want to make a few remarks upon Mungret to be treated separately. Mungret College unques- 
first, and then upon Leamy’s, in which I am inter- tionably belongs to the county and not to the city of 
ested as a citizen of Limerick. I think they Limerick, and Leamy's School, as the intention of its 
stand on a very different footing, and ought founder, was principally directed to the advantage of the 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, 1889-90. 


poor of Limerick find its neighbourhood, the poor of innuendo, that Catholic education was not as fair ly 0 r 0ct - 26 . mo. 
Ireland were allowed to come in, but that was simply as properly managed in respect to tho boys who were jamesQbln 
an exhibition of tho broadmindedness and unsectarian not clever, ns the system of education that prevailed esq., j.r. ’ 
feeling of Leamy. His real intention, I think was, in Leamy’s School. 

that it should be spent for the poor of Limerick, and 207. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — We did not understand 
the immediate surroundings. Mungret was estab- the Dean to impute that. 

lislicd for an agricultural school, and it unquestionably Mr. Quin. — There was another part of the Dean’s 
failed. It then was sought to be revived as partly speech, which came on me with very great surprise, 
agricultural, and partly educational, and it did not do and I am not aware whether he intended it as a joke 
well. Finally, tho trustees, more or less in despair, or not. He said one of the reasons why Leamy’s 
having a white elephant on their hands, handed it over School should bo held in its present position was, that 
to the care of the Jesuits, for purely educational pur- it would be a very great injustice, not to the Protes- 
poses. They liave done their work extremely well tants, but to the Catholics, to alter it. He said there 
since they have had it in their hands, and if they were were a great number of Catholics, who, but for fear of 
deprived of Mungret, you would find it very hard to the Most Rev. Dr. Butler and the priests and other 
get a tenant to go in there, and you would find you people, would be most happy to attend Leamy’s School; 
had another white elepli ant lying on your hands. But that at the present moment be has four Catholics 
Leamy’s is upon a widely different footing. The attending. He laid this down in such a thorough- 
school was established for the education of the poor, paced way, that I feel called upon as a person having 
The poor of Limerick are not being educated at a much greater experience of the Catholic poor than 
Leamy’s ; they have got no share in its benefits. Mr. he has, to give it an emphatic denial. I am born and 
Browne made a remark yesterday, which I was sorry bred in the city ; I am a man giving a fair share of 
to hear him say, to the effect that the education given employment, and having a great many people depend- 
in Lcamy’s School was the worst in Limerick. ing on me, in addition, I am an active member of a 

203. Dr. Traill. — It was his Lordship made the re- society which obliges us to visit the poor in their own 

mark, and we corrected it for him, I think. homes, and in the course of fifteen or twenty years 

Mr. Quin. — Tliore is a certain amount of excuse there is hardly a lane in this parish of St. Michael’s, 

for the remark, but I don’t at the same time think it which is practically the whole of the city, ancl in which 
should be made. When schools all over the country Leamy's School stands, which I have not visited. I 
are taking advantage of the Intermediate Education have seen the real poor, and I can assure Dean 
Act, I think it is a very suspicious tiling that the Bunbury, that what he says about the feelings of 
pupils educated at Leamy’s School don’t take advan- Catholics wishing to go to Leamy’s, under present cir- 
tage of that Act, but at the same time, from what I cumstances, is absolutely baseless and unfounded, 
know of Mr. Dowd and Mr. Mercer, I would be The Catholics are quite as anxious as he himself for 
inclined, with a certain amount of reservation, to denominational education. Lord Clarina yesterday 
accept what they say, and to think that a fairly good made a very pertinent statement : lie said you must 
education is given in the school. But I protest most define what a poor man is ; but, his answer was a little 
strongly against what Dean Bunbury said yesterday, curious : he said, “ a poor man is a man who has 
regarding Catholic education in this city. In face of £100 a year and twelve children.” But I know men 
the enormous success achieved by the Jesuits and by in this town, who have not £100 a year, and have not 
the other schools under the Intermediate Education twelve children, yet they are very poor. I don't think 
Act, which are absolutely incontrovertible, he could Lord Clarina is so conversant with the poor of the 
not but admit that splendid successes were achieved city as I am. I think the definition of poor, are the 
by individuals, but then he goes by innuendo to damn people who work for daily or weekly wages, who 
the' whole system, by saying that clever boys were generally have a family to support, and who live in 
pushed forward, and the others neglected. lanes in the midst of squalor, and from whom starva- 

Dean Bunbury. — I did not say neglected, and I did tion is only very little removed, and I think it 

not intend to convey the idea. was for those people that Leamy with his broad- 

204. Mr. Quin. — Most decidedly that idea was mindedness left this donation, and those are the only 

conveyed to my mind. people who have a perfect light to enjoy it. I would 

Dean Bunbury.^ I did not go so far. also direct your attention to another very remarkable 

205. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — What I understood statement of. Dean Banbury’s. He stated that so far 

the Dean to say, has, been said by others, that the ten- as he was himself concerned, he thought the only proper 
dency of the, Intermediate system is to make it the system of education in Limerick was denominational 
interest of those who have large numbers to . choose education. We are ceitainly at one with him there, 
from, to take the clever boys and push them on undaly and at the last sitting, we had witness after witness at 
from primary into intermediate schools. both sides, stating the same fact ; but immediately 

Mr. Quin . — I should say the tendency of every after that he goes on to say, “you ought to givens 

school is the same. The Intermediate Education Leamy’s as an undenominational establishment ; you 
system only accentuates what takes place in . every ought to leave us a thing which we admit is wrong, so 
school. . far as the practical working of education goes." Now, 

206. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — It seems to , me that the In- I would ask, what is the. reason he said this 1 I am 

termediate Education system is more free from the ten- sorry to. say, there is only one answer. He knows 
dency objected to than .any other system of examina- perfectly well, that if Leamy’s School is kept “ unde- 
tion.. It encourages the schoolmaster to. teach mpre nominational,’’ he and the small section of Protestants, 
pass boys, by. paying him. result fees in proportion who are, practically speaking, not poor at all, will have 

to the number of boys who pass the examination, and all the advantages, and the poor, of whom 95 per cent, 

not in proportion to the- number who get honors or are Catholics, simply cannot get in. 

exhibitions. 208. Dr. Traill. — When you say the Roman 

Mr. Quin— At present the Intermediate system Catholics won’t avail themselves of it, do you mean 

is .the only valid, test we have of the efficiency of that they don’t wish to do it, or are compelled not to t 

schools, and it has proved that Catholic education in .Mr. Quin. — They don’t wish to do it. 

Limerick is managed on very good lines. The results 209. Dr. Traill. — How do yon account for the fact 
of Leamy’s to the general public nro nil Tt may.be that there were twenty-seven who were withdrawn by 
very good, I accept to a certain extent the assertions of the late Bishop, and that since -we were there, before 
Mr. Dowd and Mr. Mercer, but we have the proof that the vacation, there were twelve 1 ! 

Catholic education in Limerick is worked on a very Mt. Quin.— The number is very small, having re- 
good system, and with very good results. It seemed gard to the number of Catholics, 
to . me that Dean B.unbury wished to convey, by • 210. Dr.. Traill. — The Dean’s statement was, that 
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there were a certain number of Roman Catholics in the 
town, who, if they were not interfered with, would wish 
to go there. And you have the distinct statement of 
the Bishop that he would not allow them to go there. 

Mr. Quin . — There are always a certain number of 
crotchetty people in the world, who are just like pigs, 
if you tell them to go one way they will go another. 

211. Dr. Traill — But they did leave. It is hardly 
fair to say it is a matter of their own good will. 

Mr. Quin . — It is a matter of their own good will, 
because they recognised the wisdom of his lordship 
and of the priests, ami of the people who are able to 
judge. When we toll them there is very great danger 
in going to a mixed school, and that education under 
those circumstances does not work well, T think I 
may fairly claim Dean Bunbury as a person who 
will bear me out in that remark. He said un- 
denominational education was bad. 

212. Dr. Traill. — I only understood him to say 
he preferred the other. He did not say undenomi- 
national education was bad. 

Dean Bunbury. — No, I did not ; but if I could 
have denominational education I would. 

Mr. Quin. — Well, to continue, we may safely say 
that Catholics will not go there, either of their own 
free will, or for other causes, and keeping that school 
“ undenominational ” will keep it in the hands of a 
small minority who, practically speaking, have no poor; 
the intentions of Leamy’s will will be defeated, and 
the poor of Limerick will not receive the benefit to 
which they are justly entitled. If the Protestants 
really want a middle-class school, as far as buildings 
go, they have got one actually built for the purpose. 
They have got the Roxborough-road School, built 
by presentment of the County Grand Jury to meet 
this very want ; and 1 remember, as a child, old men 
telling me of the high-class of education they got at 
Hall’s, this free school. This school was alienated from 
the purpose for which it was founded, by what we may 


fairly call most unwaiTantable means. It is now beina 
used for a system of proselytism, which is revolting 
the ideas of Catholics. I think Mr. Gregg ° 

Lord Justice FitxGibbon. — I don’t think we ought 
to anticipate Mr. Gregg’s case. And you must bear 
in mind that the endowment that formerly attached 
to tho Roxborough-road school lias gone. There is 
nothing left but the building. 

213. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — I understand your point 
to be, that the Protestants of Limerick had a middle- 
class school and they let it go down 1 

Mr. Quin . — They allowed it to be turned away to 
another purpose, against which we, the Catholics, 
strongly protest. 

Dean Bunbury . — It was taken away from us by the 
Church Act. 

Mr. Quin. — Well, that will come on later. I think 
there have been a great many side-issues brought in 
here. We want to find out to whom do Leamy’s 
school and endowments belong. I have heard speaker 
after speaker complain of the great injustice that will 
bo done to tho Protestants if this school is taken from 
them. We do not seek to do injustice to anyone. If 
the Protestants can show that they have poor sufficient, 
or that we have no right or title to this place, we shall 
certainly have no more to say to it. But we do not 
want injustice to lie done to the Catholics. We con- 
sider that this endowment and this school were left to 
the poor of Limerick, that the Catholic poor are 95 
per cent, of the population, and that in strict justice 
we should get 95 per cent, of the school and of the 
endowment. But at the same time we are anxious, 
as the Bishop lias suid, to be generous in the matter, 
we will let by-gones be by-gones, though in strict 
justice we might ask for an account of the money they 
liavo wasted and not given to the poor, but we have 
to leave it simply in your hands, and we hope sincerely 
that justice will be done. 


Bev. Mr. 
Baxendale. 


Bev. Mr. Baxendale. 


214. Allow me to explain my position. You asked 
me to consult with those who might agree with me in this 
matter. I asked you did that include the Dean and those 
interested in Leamy's school, and you said “decidedly.” 
We met together, and those who hold possibly the ex- 
treme views of inyBelf were perfectly satisfied, the more 
we went into the matter, that the Catholics had no 
ground of attack on this question, that the endowment 
was a Protestant endowment. But unfortunately 
through the courtesy of the Protestants, Catholics had 
been allowed to come in, and hence the present action. 
It seems almost a pity that auy Catholic official everwas 
put on the executive of the school The Dean’s facts, 
with regard to the poor and the history of this endow- 
ment, have not been answered, and I may turn to 
other directions. We, Protestants, are not responsible 
if there bas been any deviation from the conception of 
the strict meaning of the word “ poor.” The Court of 
Chancery is responsible for the scheme which was 
■given to the present trustees to administer. The 
-present trustees have administered that scheme to the 
best of their ability. So that if it were true what the 
Catholics say, that there has been no proper provision 
•made for the poor under the present scheme, I say 
distinctly that the blame lies upon your predecessors in 
this matter of fixing educational endowments, and not 
-upon the trustees. It is a singular and significant 
fact, that the lawyer who pleaded yesterday on the 
opposite side acknowledged, that if any of this money 
■'was obtained it would not be used for the very poor, 
but that they should imitate the present Leamy trus- 
•tees aud uae it for a better class of poor. 

Mi*. Broume . — I beg your pardon, I said a portion 
-of it would be applicable to such a purpose, but I 
did not mean to exclude the absolute poor. 

•215. Rev. Mr. Baxendale . — Nor do we, there -ate 


absolutely jioor children there now as scholars. And 
it comes with very bad grace from those who say that, 
to complain that we have not done our duly towards 
the poor. Then again I say that we are not respon- 
sible for Catholics not participating in this endowment 
to the fullest extent ; the Catholic Bishop is respon- 
sible. He has to settle that matter with his own 
conscience, with his own clerical superiors, because I 
believe this thing comes from further back than the 
Catholic Bishop himself, and he has to settle it with 
the poor people he is robbing of their sliare of the 
endowment. I hold the strong view that the Catholic 
Bishop in doing these things has done an illegal act, 
and if this Commission come3 behind the Bishop to 
support him, I shall say this Commission has done 
an illegal act. I maintain the father of a family has 
sacred rights to get the very best education for his 
ohildren, uninfluenced by any man, either politically 
or ecclesiastically. The liberty of the. subject has 
been infringed in this matter most distinctly. The 
Catholic Bishop has not yet denied that he withdrew 
those thirty children, that he from the altar said he 
would deny them communion in the strongest way 
the Catholic Church gave him power; he used his 
power over the consciences of those fathers and 
mothers who wish to have their children educated in 
this school. That is a complete answer to the 
question as to why Catholics don’t participate in this 
bounty. Now I have to draw your attention to the 
law of dissent in this matter. If . anyone takes the 
position the Catholic Bishop has taken, the law gives 
him perfect liberty to say, I will not participate. 
Supposing a museum is to be put up with public 
money I may say, "I will never go into that museum, 
I will try to influence people not to go in ; ” but the 
law has never enabled me to say, “ pull that museum 
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down, and give me my share of it that I may build 
up my own little museum.” I consider every citizen 
has the same right to say that as the Catholic Bishop. 
There could be no benefit, no scheme under which 
men could co-operate for right and proper purposes, 
if every cantankerous individual — excuse me for 
using a strong word— had a right thus to claim to be 
paid for his cantankerousness. We dissenters were in 
that unfortunate position that wo would not go into the 
parish church, but wc never asked you to pull down 
the parish church, and give us our share of the 
proceeds. That is what the Catholic Bishop is doing 
in this matter. I say distinctly that this is a 
Protestant endowment, it has been used as a Pro- 
testant endowment, Leamy was a Protestant, and I 
believe on these grounds this endowment ought to be 
withdrawn exactly on the same conditions as the 
Villiers’ endowment, that it does not come within 
the scope of your Commission. 

216. Professor Doughbkty. — Villici-s’ endowment 
was not withdrawn % 

Rev. Mr. Ba-xenclaht. — Well, it was settled by you 
without attack, perhaps that is the better way of 
saying it. There is a tendency in the Irish mind 
just now to try to bridge over our differences. 
Since this Commission has been here I have been 
on half-a-dozen committees with Catholics ; at every 
one of these committees wo liave had to say we 
must act perfectly undcuominationally, if there are 
any benefits we must help each other to partake of 
them without raising any religious point. Take the 
case of the School of Art, my own boy is there educated 
by a Catholic, 1 have no objection to that because I am 
certain he will not attempt to interfere with my 
conscientious rights. And if the Catholics will not 
avail of this system I really don't see that they can 
blame us. Allow me to say just one or two words 
with regard to the framing of these schemes. Sir 
Stephen de Vere spoke of the conscience clause at 
Mungret. I do hope that in any solution you may 
make with regard to Leamy’s the conscience clause 
will be kept unviolated and untouched, that it shall 
be the right of every citizen in this town to send his 
child there, and that he shall have the liberty of with- 
drawing him from any teaching which may seem to him 
to be detrimental to his religious interests. I hopo that 
in Mungret you will not touch that principle, unfor- 
tunately at present the thing is so constituted that we 
cannot use Mungret, but if you make Mungret a Uni- 


versity College, as you shadowed forth when you were Od. ss, mat. 

here before, and if you give it those higher privileges and _ 

titles which fairly belong to it, and to which I have no BaxemUlc. 

objection whatever, what I ask is that the conscience 

clause shall be kept unviolated, so that if there should 

come a better time wc, Protestants, might have the 

right of giving our children a chance of enjoying these 

advantages. I was delighted to hear Sir Stephen de 

Vere saying he would be a trustee of no school in 

which there was not a conscience clause. I am at the 

opposite pole from Sir Stephen generally, but I echo 

his words. I venture to say there is a solution to 

this, which has been before ns all along, and that is 

simply to leave each other alone. Leamy’s, I think, is 

a Protestant Endowment, I am sorry the Catholic 

Bishop attacked it, we have gone two days through 

the mud because of that attack, and we are no better 

off ; but still saying give us Leamy’s and leave the 

conscience cl tuse. It is not so much a squabble as to 

denominational education, but it is a squabble as to 

who shall have the authority in each of these places. 

Let us liave the power at Leamy’s, and let the Catholics 
amongst themselves settle the power at Mungret keep- 
ing still a conscience clause in both places. And if 
there bo any other endowments, they may be discussed 
on their own merits. One of the most singular 
things is the letter of the Catholic Bishop, where he 
has acknowledged that Leamy’s is an undenominational 
endowment, and he then offers us £20 a year as com- 
pensation for our claim, when we feel Leamy’s is ours. 

When he offers the diocesan school which was in 
ruins before Canon Gregg took it — that is playing with 
us. One more point, both Mungret and Leamy are 
undenominational endowments, “ very well,” I say. 

The Catholic Bishop says “ I don't believe in un- 
denominational endowments, and every penny you put 
in my hands I shall use for denominational pur- 
poses.” I say it is a perversion of public funds to 
take undenominational money and give it for denomi- 
national purposes. You cannot do it by the law of 
the land. It is completely turning the trust in other 
directions. There is another slight point, that is the 
distinction between a private endowment, such as 
Leamy’s, and a public endowment. The public funds 
flowed from the Government, if a Government in their 
wisdom see fit to do this or that, they are within their 
rights, but they are not within their rights in taking 
private money left for undenominational purposes, and 
giving it to the Catholic Bishop for different purposes. 


Bishop Or Dwyer. 


217. I should just like to revert to the question 
of Mungret, with regard to utilizing some of the 
money for teacliing agriculture. It is to say to 
you that I did. not make the suggestion about ap- 
plying it through National Schools for the teaching 
of agriculture in haste. I consulted some persons 
connected with the National School system, and I 
think if you give it your attention, with the particulars 
you may have in Dublin, for further information from 
the National Commissioners of Education, I think 
you will find that an enormous amount of good may 
be done for the country by that system. I lived for 
a. long time as a curate in the county Limerick, and 
I was much impressed by the absence of knowledge 
of farmers on that question. I have very maturely 
considered the matter before I made that suggestion. 

218. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — How did it occur 
to you to apply it 1 They have result fees at present 
for agricultural teaching under the National system. 
The whole amount of this would be very small. 

Bishop O’ Dwyer . — There are one or two endow- 
ments of a similar kind worked already under the 
National Board that would give a precedent. They 
offer prizes to teachers through a certain district for 
competition amongst the teachers whose schools attain 
the highest standard in a particular subject, and they 
offer a prize to pupils who answer best in that particu- 
lar subject. The prizes will be sufficient to stimulate 
the schools in a particular district, although the sura 


may not be large, such as the Hill prize, and the Bishop 
Foster prize, and an Inspector told me it worked very O'Dwyer- 
well. In Kerry they have prizes specially for moni- 
tors, and a School Inspector told me recently that the 
result of that prize system has been that the monitors 
in the National Schools in Kerry are the best in the 
entire country. Now, coming to Leamy’s School, 
there iB a little matter of order I wish to remark 
upon, it is this — I don’t understand precisely on what 
principle your lordship has ruled that Dean Bunbury 
is to have a reply in this matter. The reason I raise 
the question is this — Dean Bunbury spoke yesterday, 
if I understood him, as the representative of the 
Protestants of Limerick. 

219. Lord Justice FiizGibbon. — It was as represent- 
ing the trustees of Leamy’s School that we heard him. 

We generally treat those who are in the management of 
the endowment as being the ollicial representatives of it. 

Of course be appeared as a representative of the Protest- 
ants also, we cannot deprive him of that capacity. 

Dean Bunbury . — I appear in a dual capacity. 

Bishop O'Dwyer . — But I merely wish to have it 
clearly understood that we don’t recognise any denomi- 
nation as being in possession of Leamy’s endowment 
So that when there comes to be a settlement about 
it there will be no question of dispossessing anybody. 

220. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. —The existing 
trustees include two Roman Catholics, it is a mixed 
body at present. 
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Bishop O' Dwyer . — Quito so; it is an undenomi- 
national endowment at present — it is a mixed body in 
the government, and they have a Catholic teacher, 
matron of the school, and therefore, if yon come to 
deal with Loamy's there can be no hardship alleged 
by anybody at being dispossessed, the Catholics are ns 
much in possession as the Protestants. 

221. Dr. Traill. — Would you apply the same 
observations to Mungret 1 

Bishop O' Dwyer. — Not at all. 

222. Dr. Tkaill. — Why not! 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — I will tell you. The Jesuits are 
acting as a private body, looking after their own lights 
in Mungret. The Jesuits represent no diocesan, and no 
Catholic interest whatever. "You have to deal with 
the Jesuits as a number of gentlemen, educationists, 
who made a bargain with the trustees of Mungret to 
do certain things on certain conditions, and you are to 
determine what are the equitable results of that bar- 
gain now. 

223. Dr. Traill. — Are we to recognise them as 
being in possession. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — With regard to Leamy’s endow- 
ment, you have a trust created by the Court of 
Chancery for the purpose of giving the benefits of the 
endowment to Catholics as well as Protestants of 
Limerick- You have a Board constituted in a par- 
ticular way for that purpose. That the Catholics do 
not wish to use it in that way, may bo a reason for 
your altering it, but it does not lie in the months 
of those persons, who come here and claim that it is 
an. undenominational endowment — it does not lie in 
their mouths to treat it as a denominational one, and 
say, “ we are in possession of it.” 

224. Dr. Traill. — The same remark will apply to 
Mungret, where the school is to be opened to boys 
without religious distinction, yet it is in possession 
of the Jesuits. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — That is between you and the 
Jesuits as a private body. 

225. Lord Justice FitzGibbok. — I should be sorry 
to offer any suggestion to your lordship as to the 
mode of dealing with this case in argument, but I do 
not think it is profitable to get into a comparison 
between Mungret and Leamy’s on this question. 
There are two Protestant trustees of Mungret, the 
trust is to keep the place open for all boys of the 
locality without religious distinction, and the Jesuits 
are only entitled to remain there so long as they carry 
out a school in accordance with these rules. Similarly 
in Leamy’s, there are what I may call in the Dar- 
winian sense, rudimentary Catholic governors. If 
things were satisfactory, we would not be here. It is 
because they are unsatisfactory that we are here, and 
there is very little profit in discussing the present con- 
dition. Dr. Traill and your lordship are getting into 
a discussion on that, and speaking for myself, it would 
never affect my mind who were in possession, when 
the results of the possession are not satisfactory. 

Bishop 0’ Dwyer. — Well, I assume no denomination 
is in possession, of Leamy’s at present. 

226. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — No denomination 
has any exclusive right there. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — The first point that I wish to 
dwell upon with regard to Leamy’s, is the obligation, 
that I hold, rests on the Commission of devoting the 
money to the education of the poor. Until you find 
that there is no useful or legitimate application of it 
for the poor, I don’t think you are at liberty to 
devote it to any other class. Now I would wish to 
mention a few facts with regard to some of our poor 
schools. We know they educate children by the 
thousand, male and female schools, but multitudes of 
the Catholic children in Limerick are so poor, that 
they are fed and clothed in the schools out of private 
charity. One Catholic gentleman alone in Limerick, 
is giving from £50 to £100 a year — I am not pre- 
cisely sure of the exact amount — for the purpose of 
giving bread aud milk to the poor starving Catholic 


children, who are coming to some of our primary 
schools. The nuns in another school are clothing a 
large number of the children that come to them. The 
Yincent de Paul Society vote money to the Christian 
Brothers to buy books for the l<oys who are so poor 
that they cannot supply themselves with the necessary 
books. The Vincent de Paul Society has the ground- 
rent paid for a National school, and help is given to 
the |KX>r children, partly by the St. Yincent de Paul 
Society, and partly out of a charitable fund I have at 
my control. So that as a matter of fiiet, you have 
very large sums of money supplied by the private 
charity of Catholic individuals to supply the absolute 
necessaries of life and education to the |>oor Catholic 
children of Limerick ; and these children being counted 
by the thousands, are we to be told that having a sum 
at your disposal there is no necessity for that iimong 
the poor, ami it is necessary to look among the rich 
or higher classes for recipients. There was a good 
deal said yesterday about some sentimental cases of 
poverty, impecunious respectability with a large 
family. That is not any special privilege of Pro- 
testants distinct from Catholics. We have that class 
among the Catholics as well as among the Protestants, 
and I don’t object to any fair and liberal interpreta- 
tion of the word “ poor,” that will include such a class. 
But 1 do object to bringing in such a class under the 
definition of “ poor,’* and then turning round as if the 
word “ poor’’ <lid not include any other class, and ex- 
cluding the poor, who aro to be counted by thousands 
for the sake of the poor who aro to be counted by tens. 
If you determine, as T believe you will have to deter- 
mine in justice, that the poor are to get the benefit of 
this endowment, I, of course, by virtue of my office S3 
Bishop, can only plead for the Catholic poor, and I 
must only express my regrot that there is no one to 
plead for the Protestant poor. But as a citizen of 
Limerick, aud a man, I say it is a shame to turn 
away money tlmt ought to bo given for tlio poor, and 
apply it to people who can pay for tlieir education. 
Why don’t tiro gentlemen who say they want an 
Intermediate School do as w<> do! What supports 
the school in the Crescent ? — The money of the people 
who pay for their sous’ education. What pays for the 
school I have? — The people who pay for their children’s 
education. You have Limerick divided into wealthy 
Protestants, and a large mass of poor Protestants, and 
the wealthy Protestants, who would not put their 
hands into tlieir pockets for a £5 note to pay for the 
education of tlieir children, want to come in hero and 
seize on the one endowment for tho poor. Now as to 
whether it is denominational or undenominational, as 
I understood, Dean Banbury asked that this school 
should be maintained as an undenominational school, 
and I heard him quoting some passage from a letter of 
myown to the Commissioners, in which I used the words 
“it is an undenominational endowment” And Dean 
Bunbury enforced his argument by saying, “ it is on 
the Bishop’s own admission an undenominational 
endowment.” Let it remain, then, an undenominational 
endowment. I really could hardly believe that it 
was Doan Bunbury who was giving that evidence, 
when he pressed on this Commission that the 
school should be maintained as an undenominational 
school. But I was present when Dean Bunbury gave 
his evidence to you last year, and I find Dean 
Bunbury then came up and asked 

“ Might I supplement my evidence upon one point?” 

And this was not a thing forced out of him on 
examination, it was his own deliberate volunteering 
of evidence. 

“ You asked me how I can account for there not being 
more applicants for admission. I think one of the hin- 
drances is, that it is a godless institution — there is no reli- 
gious education.” 

Dean Bunbury denounced that place, he, a minister 
of religion, and the Dean of the Protestant Church in 
Limerick, as a godless institution, and he now asks 
you to maintain it in the same condition. I think it 
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is a most extraordinary position, and I say utterly 
contradictory of the position he occupied yesterday. 
Then it goes on : 

•‘Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— Is there no religious edu- 
cation at all? — I believe the masters do rend the Bible 
without note or comment, the Governors don’t feel them- 
selves justified in going further." “Dr. Molloy. — Do vou 
think it desirable that the Governors should have power 
to give, religious education? — Most certainly, I think there, 
is a great want of it, and that deters parents." “ That 

would mean that the schools should be denominational ? 

Most decidedly, I don't think it could work otherwise.” 

And yestei-day he says it is undenominational, and 
leave it undenominational, and I think that that is a 
most discreditable contradiction for Dean Bunbury. 
One day have it undenominational, another day have it 
denominational, for the simple and sole purpose, it is 
obvious, of securing the endowment for the party which 
tho Dean represents. But if ever it is true, it is true 
here that a minister of religion cannot serve God and 
Mammon. 

DeaD Bunbury . — I think you will find that I 
qualified what I then said. 

227. I lisliop O'Dinjer. — Mr. Dean, you will have an 
opportunity of replying. The. Dean undertook to 
lecture me yesterday upon the discharge of my duties, 
as bishop of the diocese, and to reprehend me for 
pointing out to the Catholics under my jurisdiction 
the impropriety of sending their children to a Pro- 
testant school. I have just chanced to meet, within 
the last two days, the address of a neighbour of ours, 
the Protestant Bishop of Cork, at the diocesan visi- 
tation at St. Finn Barre’s Cathedral, within the last 
week, and I beg your attention to this passage : — 

“There was one fact which was to him a cause of deep 
anxiety in this diocese, that a large number of Protestant 
children were attending schools under Roman Catholic 
teachers. The excuse would generally be found in the 
distance that the parents live from a Church school, but not 
always so. He grieved to say that parents did not always 
realize the danger to which they exposed their children by 
the teaching and association which they provided for 
them.” 

Now, change Cork for Limerick and Protestant for 
Catholic, and those are my views, and those are the 
lessons which I have been teaching to my people ; 
that they arc bound, where they have a Catholic 
school, to send their children there, and that they are 
running a wanton risk to the faith of their children, 
that they are bound to prize before anything, if they 
are sincere Catholics, in exposing them to the influ- 
ence of mixed education. That is what I have taught 
them — that is what, I believe, the Protestant bishops 
of Ireland are teaching — that is wlmt, until yesterday, 
I believed Dean Bunbury was teaching ; and I say it 
is a shocking thing to find that where there is a ques- 
tion of a few miserable pounds that principle will be 
trampled under foot. Therefore I say I am plainly 
justified in advocating the principles of denominational 
education, and using my legitimate authority over my 
people to enforce them. You have gone all over Ire- 
land, from end to end ; you have seen the working of 
the causes that influence the minds of the people in 
every part of Ireland, and wherever Catholics are 
free, and Protestants are free, have they not denomi- 
national schools ? If there is one thing more patent 
than another, is it not that they divide themselves 
into Protestant schools and Catholic schools, and so 
strongly is that found to be the case, that here in 
Limerick the National Board have been compelled to 
depart from one of their rules in order to recognise 
xhat fact. One of their rules is, that they will not 
allow one National school within a certain distance of 
another ; but herd we have National schools back to 
back, because they recognised that distance of religion 
ia as great as distance of place. You have St Michael’s 
Protestant school back to back with the Catholic school 
ia Pcry-aquore, and you have Villiers’ school close to 
a Catholic schooL At last the Commissioners of 
National Education have learned common sense. 


228. Dr. Traill. — The Judicial members of this 
Commission are two of the Commissioners of National 
Education. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — I beg their pardon. Perhaps 
their accession to the Board is the cause of the im- 
provement. However that may be, it is a fact that 
no school in Ireland will work on undenominational 
principles ; and, therefore, if Leamy’s school is to be 
made a working school, it must be denominational, 
particularly if the poor of Limerick are to get any 
benefit of it, who are, nineteen-twentieths of them, 
Catholics. Now we have a question put to us, if it 
is given to one denomination, what denomination 
ought to ret it ? You have in Limerick a Protestant 
body about 5,000 strong, including all the landed 
gentry, like Lord Clarina and Lord Monteagle and 
Lord Limerick, and all the great wealthy merchants 
and the principal shopkeepers of the town, so that 
practically you have the wealth of Limerick in the 
hands of the Protestants. And you have 35,000 
Catholics who range through every grade, from what 
you call the upper middle class down to the very 
poorest of the poor. You have but this one endow- 
ment of a neutral character in the whole city to deal 
with, and these 5,000 wealthy gentlemen come to you 
and say — * Give us that for ourselves, we want it for 
this, or we want it for that, we are badly off in that 
way." And yon say — “ What about the 35,000 
Catholics ? ” “ Oh, they have the National Board, or 
the Intermediate Examinations, and one thing or 
another.” But have not the Protestants the same 
State aid in every way 1 Are we not on all fours with 
regard to any aid from the State 1 And furthermore, 
you have seen the educational establishments now in 
Limerick. Did you ever see in Limerick an educa- 
tional establishment built by Protestant money 1 Go 
up to Sexton-street, and you will see the enormous 
buildings that we have raised out of our own pockets 
for the Christian Brothers. Go down to St John’s, 
and you will see the magnificent schools we have 
built for the Sisters of Mercy. Go to St. Mary’s, and 
you will see similar schools. "Within the last twenty- 
five years the poor Catholics of Limerick have spent 
£40,000 or £50,000 on educational establishments 
for the education of their children ; there is not a single 
school standing in Limerick, at this moment, in which 
the Protestants of Limerick put a £5 note. Yet here 
are the gentlemen who come here to claim your sym- 
pathy, and tell us, after we have exhausted ourselves 
in the education of the poor, to shift for ourselves. If 
there is to be any justice in this matter, if anybody is 
to get the whole of this it is the Catholic body. If 
the argument proves anything, it is that it should not 
be divided. If it is not to be divided, give it to the 
mass of the population, and give it to that part of the 
population which includes practically the whole of 
the poor, for whom it was originally intended. What 
is to be done with the Protestant body— are they to 
have any intermediate school, as one person asks ; or 
an intermediate school with the part of Hamlet left 
out, without the examinations, as Dean Bunbury asks; 
or a classical school for his children, as Mr. Shaw asks? 
In the first place I would say, let the wealthy Pro- 
testants of Limerick provide a classical school for 
themselves, as we have provided three, and if they 
don’t make any effort to do so, their talk here ought 
to be scouted as simply a pretext to get hold of this 
endowment. Then if they want a classical school, 
they have their own diocesan school, that was built 
for them. At the last inquiry here, in 1879, your 
lordship asked could not a Protestant classical school 
be supplied by amalgamating the Craven charily and 
the villiers’ charity with a share of this endowment, 
and it was admitted to you that such a school would 
he sustained by such an endowment. Now let me 
ask, what has become of the Blue School? They have 
an endowment there that was given for poor boys, 
but they turned it away, and made a classical school 
of it. It was a most successful school for years, so 
E2 
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successful that Dean Bunbnry was relieved from the 
necessity of paying Is. under the guarantee 1m gave 
the master. That went up, and it went down under tlm 
Protestants of Limerick. At the "Villiers 1 school tlioy 
had a right good classical school ; they let it go down. 

Rev. Dr. Wilson . — I beg your pardon ; it lias not 
gone down. 

229. Bishop O'Divycr . — Then there was the Hall 
charity, which they have allowed to pass out of their 
hand, and now they ask for this for the purpose of a 
classical school. No one in Limerick has any claim 
on this endowment; the poor of Limerick have the en- 
tire claim on this endowment, and no one else. And 
now I would venture to suggest what could lie dono 
with this. In Loamy’s endowment there is not a suf- 
ficient sum of money to build up and maintain a 
number of independent schools out of itself. But 
there is ample means in Leamv's school to supplement 
other endowments and revenues, so as to give greater 
efficiency to schools tliat already exist. I propose 
that Leamy’s house be given to us, the Catholics, 
at a charge of £3,000, because that the house is 
worth to-morrow to any man who wants it for 
an educational establishment, and we will put 
into that house a male National school, we will 
undertake to fill that house with Catholic boys to its 
utmost capacity. No scheme that 1ms ever yet been put 
before you ou the other side will undertake to half fill 
half the rooms of it. There are roundly 100 children in 
it now, the screw has been put on, they have been 
whipped up from all directions since this Commission 
sat ; they have now a hundred. Y ou have no evidence 
before you tliat in the future they will maintain that 
much. We will undertake to fill the school to its ut- 
most capacity with the very children Leamy meant to 
have in it. That house, with the commodious residence 
in it for the teachers will be an immense endowment 
for our school, and enable us to make that a school 
equal to the Model School in every respect. Then 


with a very small amount from our share of the 
endowment we will be ablo to establish in the vicinity 
a magnificent girls’ school under the National Board 
equal to that in every respect. For though .£100 
or .£150 are nothing whatsoever in the entire 
maintenance of a school given into the hands of people 
like our Christian Brothers or our nuns, you have no 
idea of the length it can he cnrr'wl in milling to the 
efficiency of our schools. I say that. £1,000 or £1,500 
will be ample for this girls’ school. Then there remains 
a very substantial sum for the rest of the poor of 
Limerick, and I think that no more legitimate appli- 
cation of that could be than to the. Christian Brothers’ 
Intermediate School, and for this reason, the education 
there is considerably above the primary education that 
we generally associate with the poor, bnt if it is, the 
poor of that school have exceptional claims upon sup- 
port; but of the 1,700 boys that the Christian Brothers 
have distributed throughout the entire city, they select 
the cream of them who show special intellect, and who 
are worth advancing into a higher jiosition of life, they 
bring them all into this Intermediate School, so that 
whatever you do for that you do for the whole 1,700 
boys under the Christian Brothers’ control. I went 
into that school the year before hist with Monsignor 
Pcrsico — I just mention this to show tho Dean that the 
school is not a sham school, or that its ordinary work 
ing is not equal to tlic intermediate examination results. 
We called up a class of twelve lioys, and Mousignor 
Persico dictated to them a sentence in English, and 
the twelve lioys translated that sentence correctly into 
Latin, Greek, French, German, Italian, and Irish on 
the spot. One of those boys was the son of a poor 
carter earning 14s. a week ; numbers of the boys in that 
school were the children of labouring men. I say, 
having an endowment at your disposal for the poor of 
Limerick, it would be a crying shame if such a school 
did not got help from you. These are the ] impositions I 
have to suluuittoyou,and I am very much obliged to you. 


Dean Bunbury. 


230. I must first saythatlam here in adual capacity. 
I represent the trustees of the Leamy’s school, and I 
hope you won't deny me the right to appear also as re 
presenting the Protestants of Limerick. I can Imrdly 
divide myself, and so I mnst be looked upon, I think, in 
a dual capacity. I don’t know that I need reply to any 
of the remarks made by either Mr. Browne or Mr. 
Doyle, in reply to what I said. I don’t think they have 
upset my position in any way. With regard to the 
Mungret institution I have very little to say, except 
that this new idea that was broached yesterday by 
Lord Monteagle, that the portion of public money in 
that endowment should be allocated toils original inten- 
tion, agricultural education, came upon me somewhat 
by surprise ; and I will ask just this question, are the 
persons who are now in possession of Mungret prepared 
to agree to that! What would be the consequence to 
them! They would be immediately called upon to pay 
a sum of money. Do they propose, to do so 1 Would 
that be convenient to them 1 I think I heard it was 
not. 

Rev. Fr. Head . — We do not propose to do any such 
thing, Dean. We think that if by any chance the 
Commissioners decide there would be anything to be 
given to agriculture, that would be a very small por- 
tion of the endowment, because in the scheme under 
which we act that was a very secondary matter. 

231. Dean Bunbury . — That is, of course, a thing 
for the Commissioners’ consideration ; as to the amount 
of the endowment whether it is small or large, we can- 
not settle that. But I just put this forward — would 
the persons in charge of Mungret be satisfied to pay a 
large sum of money 1 

■ Rev. F. Head. — No. 

232. Dean Bunbury . — My idea is that the sugges- 
tion put forward by my friend, I.ord Monteagle, 
yesterday, in his new-born zeal for education, "cannot 
be worked out practically. Now I will pass on to 


Leamy’s. I hope I won’t say anything that will annoy 
anybody. The Bishop and I are neighbours ; lie was 
kind enough to give me a scat in his carriage to-day, 
and wo agreed tliat we could advocate our principles 
without any loss of friendliness. He told me to prepare 
for an onslaught I think his onslaught was mild, 
much milder than I expected. The point was that I 
gave evidence before tho Commission quite inconsistent 
with the position I occupy now ; I don’t acknowledge 
that. I thought I made it quite plain last year that [ 
had my own views on the subject of Leamy’s, while I 
was obliged, as representing the governing body, to 
give expression to their views. And I intended to 
convey that if I had my own way I would make 
Leamy's school denominational so far as the Roman 
Catholics were concerned, but undenominational as re- 
gards the Protestant community. That I think is 
plain, because as it at present exists, in my mind the 
word “godless” was rightly applied to it, for I don’t 
consider that the religious education tliat is provided 
in that school under the Chancery scheme is religious 
education at all ; it is the mere reading of the Scriptures 
without note or comment. The Roman Catholics in 
one room read a few books approved of by the Board 
of Education, and the Protestants read the A uthorized 
Version without note or comment. I don’t think that 
can be looked upon as a religious education sufficient 
to fortify young people against the world, and the 
wiles of it. So that I do say still that the undenomi- 
national, as carried out hitherto in Leamy’s school, 
was a godless system, and if it oon be avoided I 
am not in favour myself that it should be carried 
on. But look at my position. Under Leamy’s will 
I believe that we are bound to maintain an un- 
denominational institution. The Bishop says himself, 
in this letter that he wrote to the Commission, “ my 
evidence before the Commission puts my claim on. 
this endowment plainly enough.” I must allow that 
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it does not seem so perfectly plain to me ; I believe the 
Bishop will excuse me when I say that I believe there 
is an inconsistency in what ho put forward. He says 
it is by the terms of Iieamy's will an undenominational 

endowment. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — Excuse me for interrupting you. 
“ Undenominational ” means, as any one can see, that 
it was not determined by Loamy l'or the use of any 

denomination. 

233. Dean Banbury. — Most unquestionably. Well, 
is not that undenominational. 1 hardly know the 
meaning of language if it is not. If Lenmy did not 
dotermine it should be for any particular denomination, 
does it not follow that it should bo undenominational 1 
And you acknowledge it here, my lord, and say it is 
au undenominational endowment. And what do you 
propose immediately after 1 That instead of one unde- 
nominational institution yon Bhould have two denomi- 
national. Is not that your proposal 1 Would that 
carry out the wishes of the will of Loamy? I 
lay stress on this, liecause it is important. The 
Bishop’s proposal is that Leamv’s School, carried 
out under Loamy's will as an undenominational insti- 
tution, should be converted from one. undenomina- 
tional institution to two denominational. Now, 
standing as I do here, bound, I believe, by Leamy’s 
will, I cannot carry out my own views or desires as 
regards this institution. Learay did intend it for the 
poor generally, and T maintain that as at present 
constituted it is fullilliug Learny's will. 

234. Lord Justice FitzGtbbon. — This is really the 
point of tho whole case. Wo quite understand the 
difference between you and the Bishop in the inter- 
pretation of “ undenominational.” The endowment is 
undenominational, that is to say it was a fund from 
which it was intended that all denominations should 
get benefit. He uses the same expression with regard 
to Muugret “ This, too, is clearly an undenomina- 
tional endowment, in which all religious bodies have 
rights." When Leamy left his money for the lienefit 
of the poor of Limerick, there was nothing in the will 
to prevent the executors from giving a subscription to 
the Christian Brothers, and St. Michael's, and all these 
other schools, if they lmd been in existence at that 
time. Unfortunately the tiling has been complicated 
since by creatiug one institution. And now the diffi- 
culty is to administer a fund, of which he intended all 
parties to get the benefit, in a single institution. You 
are quite correct in saying that the Bishop’s proposal 
leads to having two institutions, absorbing money out 
of the endowment. The (mention for us is whether 
that is contrary to Leamy’s intention or not. It is 
contrary to the scheme. Leamy’s endowment was 
given for all denominations at a time it was thought 
all denominations could get benefits under the same 
system of education. The Court of Chancery applied 
a portion of the endowment to creating an institution 
of that kind, and we have now to see how we can 
make that institution available for all denominations. 
The BisLop says the ouly way to do it is to give the 
buildings to him, and to apply money for the other de- 
nominations. You appear still to t hink it can all be 
done under the one roof. 

235. Dean Banbury. — I would ask you, do you in- 
terpret Leamy’s intentions in accordance with the 
Chancery scheme, or do you put aside that scheme, 
and say “ we will interpret Leamy’s intentions as we 
please ” ? He did not give very definite or clear direc- 
tions as to how this money should be used, but it 
would alter altogether the matter if you put aside the 
Chancery scheme, and say that you are in no way 
bound by that scheme, which has been in existence 
now for forty-seven years. Someone said to-day that 
a particular school was in existence for thirty years. 
Leamy's School has been in existence for forty-seven 
years. Of course if you say, “ we have the power to 
do it ” — I suppose you have the power — “ we have the 
inclination or intention of casting aside this Chancery 
scheme,” it alters tlie matter altogether. I could not 
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from reading Leamy’s will stand up and say that he Ocl a*, isst. 
intended it to be an undenominational school, no one Ver iu7l)eaa 
could, but I am acting upon the interpretation of Hunhurv! *** 
Leamy's will, given hy the highest Court of the 
land. 

23G. Lord Justice Naish. — I think when the 
Court of Chancery did that, it did not mean to lay 
down that that was the only interpretation of the . 
will, but it considered that that was the best of 
several means of carrying it out 

237. Dean Banbury . — Their wisdom decided on 
that. It has been carried out since and confirmed hy a 
further scheme from the Court in 1874, and I say I 
do stand np here interpreting Leamy’s intention 
through the Chancery scheme, and that is unde- 
nominational. I am forced to accept that interpretation 
of it, and I don’t see how Leamy's intention as so 
interpreted can be carried out except by the insti- 
tution that is in existence now. I don’t stand up here 
merely to advocate the claims of the Protestants os 
regards this institution. T have every kindly feeling 
towards my Roman Catholic countrymen. I repudiate 
the idea that I can have no iuterest in the welfare of 
any man who does not worship with me at the same 
altar. And when I speak in favour of Leamy’s insti- 
tution on behalf of the Roman Catholics, I may be 
misunderstood — it may be a case of fearing the Greeks 
offering gifts j yet I will venture to say that I do in all 
sincerity stand up here to advocate the welfare and 
the claims of my Roman Catholic friends. I know 
the Roman Catholics and the Protestants fear each 
other in this country too much ; but I hope the day 
will come when we will fear each other less, and 
that we may perhaps consent to allow our children 
to be educated, secularly at all events, shoulder to 
shoulder. I may he too sanguine, but I hope that the 
time may come, and therefore I say that Leamy’s 
institution, although it may not be allowed to work — 
excuse me for using that term, my lord — may not he 
allowed to work on the strictly undenominational 
system by tho clerical authorities in this country, the 
day may come when they will allow it, and that 
Leamy’s school will be a boon and a benefit to the 
people of this district at large. Therefore when I ask 
that Leamy’s school shall be maintained as it is, al- 
though my own views at present are that I would wish, 
for the sake of those whom I represent, that it should 
he denominational, in order that a more clear, and 
definite and real system of religious education should 
be afforded, yet I am forced under the present circum- 
stances to ask that it should be maintained as an 
undenominational institution. I might go into side 
issues, but I don’t know that there is any necessity for 
it. The point is, I think, before us, whether or not 
Leamy’s institution is to be continued undenomi- 
national, or is it to be denominational j I think that is 
the entire point. Of course I must acknowledge that 
it is not working satisfactorily now, and the probability 
is it will not work for some time. But let us look a 
little forward, and not deprive the one class — the one 
class who are taking advantage of it — notdeprive them 
of their rights, because the other class who might 
avail themselves of it conscientiously are obliged not 
to do so. A great deal baa been said about the 
wealth of the Protestants of Limerick, and that they 
never gave a penny to build schools. Now I am sure 
the Bishop cannot know the circumstances of the case 
or he would not have made that remark. Does he 
know the number of schools in Limerick that have 
been built by Protestant money 1 Does he know that 
St. Michael’s school was lately erected by Protestant 
money ? Has he seen that school, it is a little sunk 
down near St. Michael’s Church, that was built en- 
tirely by Protestant money (I believe it cost aboui 
£1,000), within the last four or five years. Look as 
the Villiers’ school ; was not that built by Protestant, 
money 1 Look at other schools, look atLeamy’s Bchool ; 
well that was built by Protestant money. So I think 
the Bishop was hardly fair in making that assertion. 
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Bunbury. 


And I think that the Protestants of Limerick have 
done perhaps as "well as might be expected — well, I 
don’t know that I will say that, I think perhaps 
they might have done more ; but they have done 
something towards educational purposes. I don’t 
know that I liavo anything more to say. The 
Bishop mast know perfectly well that if the 
Protestants don’t give sufficient sums of money to 
educate their own children, they give a very large sum 
of money towards educating Roman Catholics ; I 
believe the Bishop will allow that. If you look at 
the lists of subscriptions given by inhabitants of 
Limerick, you will hud that the Protestants subscribe 
very liberally indeed towards Roman Catholic insti- 
tutions. I laid stress yesterday on the fact that Loamy 
was a Protestant, his executors were Protest; tuts, the 
money came from a Protestant source — and I would 
ask this question of tlie Commissioners, has it ever 
come before them that money derived purely from u 
Roman Catholic source has ever been devoted towards 
the maintenance of a purely Protestant institut ion 1 I 
have never heard of such a thing. If such has 
occurred, it has not come under my cognizance. And 
here is money coming from a Protestant source, 
and the proposal is that the greater portion of it 
should be diverted from its present undenominational 

E se, and devoted towards a strictly Ronutn 
lie purpose. I do not tliink that anyone 
could say that that would bo just. It has been said 
to me by a citizen not long ago, that the idea among 
the Limerick peoplo was that the Protestants had — 
the word he used was — “nohbled” Leamy’s school. 
I think that those who hear me cannot say that. 
Leamy’s school never belonged to the Roman Catho- 
lics; it was founded by Protestant money given 
by a Protestant, and it never belonged to them ; and 
the Protestants have it not in their possession at the 
present moment ; as the Bishop said, it is in the pos- 
session of the Roman Catholics, if they availed them- 


selves of it, just as much os it is iu us. I don’t know 
that I have omitted to say anything in reply that 
I ought to have said ; but this I will say, that I don’t 
intend that my positiunherc should be looked upon as in 
any way hostile to the Roman Catholics of Limerick 
I give them full credit for the efforts they have made 
I often hold up to my own people the fact that the 
Roman Catholics arc doing wouders in Limerick from 
their own point of view, as regards education and 
money expended iu buildings, and I often point out 
that energy to uiy own people to spur them up, and I 
don’t stand here in opposition to any effort they may 
make towards the furtherance of wliat they think right. 

238. Rev. Dr. MolloY. — Y ou said you did not 
know a single example of money coming from a 
Catholic source applied to purely Protestant pur- 
poses. Are there not a large nu nicer of your churches, 
and a laige mini hoe of endowments for your schools 
and colleges which came originally From Catholic 
sources, and which you have taken over bodily. 

Dean Bunbury . — That is in controversy. 

239. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I think we might 
say that all Protestants come from Catholic sources in 
the same sense. 

Dean Bunbury . — There is one point I just want to 
say, I did not lay any stress on the jaunt the Bishop 
brought forward as regards the poor. He seemed to 
think that I denied there was any {loor of the class I 
described yesterday among the Romau Catholics. I 
know perfectly well there are numbers, a great many 
more than amongst us. And I don't want to debar 
them from the advantages of such an institution, 
I said yesterday sufficient co prove to you, to persuade 
you, to allow you to know that there is a very vast 
number of poor amongst us of the class and description 
who have availed themselves of Leamy’s Institution, 
and who, if it was done away with, would have no 
other place in Limerick at present to afford them the 
advantages it does. 


ROXBOROUGH ROAD SCHOOL. 


240. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The third matter 
is much simpler and comes before us in a more definite 
shape than the others. There was an old provision for 
Intermediate education in this cliocese, as in others, 
which consisted of a tax on the incomes of the clergy 
of the late Established Church, set apart since the 
reign of Queen Elizabeth, as a prevision for grammar 
school education. A subsequent Act of Parliament 
enabled Grand Juries to give money to build school- 
houses for the schoolmasters whose su.lari.es were pro- 
vided by the diocesan tax. This lax was abolished by 
the Church Act, 1869, and was merged in the Church 
surplus, and there is no money endowment whatever 
now belonging to any diocesan school in Ireland, 
except in two cases, in which diocesan schoolmasters 
who held office in 1869 are still in receipt of life an- 
nuities, but whenever they die, the annuities come to 
an end. The Rev. Dr. Hall had the post of cliocosan 
schoolmaster in Limerick. He had an annuity for 
his life, but he ceased to teach many years before his 
death, he continued to live in the school-house at Kox- 
borough-road, which was built by presentment, and he 
died in it. The building was the property of the 
Commissioners of Education in Ireland, a mixed body, 
who were charged with the duty of looking after it, 
just as the trustees of Mungreb were charged with 
looking after that. When Dr. Hall died, Cauon 
Gregg got possession of the school-house from Mrs. 
Hall, Mb widow. The house was in a very bad state' 
of repair. Canon Gregg remained in possession with 
the knowledge of the Commissioners of Education, but 
apparently without any title until after the ■ last Com- 
mission that sat here in 1878. That Commission 
called attention to the facts : meantime, Canon Gregg 
had been allowed to spend a large sum of money on 
the buildings, which he was using for the purposes of 


a school. Afterwards with full knowledge of all the 
facts the Commissioners of Education let the place 
to Canon Gregg, and he lias held it since as their 
tenant. He has spent a good deal of money upon it, 
some £501) or £6Ul) woaro told, very niuchas the Jesuits 
spent their money upon Mungret, on a tenure got 
from a public body. He is bound to pay a rent of 
£20 a year, and the question is what are we to do 
with the public endowment which is in the place. 
There must be a clear distinction preserved throughout 
between wliat is public, and what is private. The 
buildings were erected with Grand Jury money, and 
the land T suppose was acquired in the same way, the 
buildings have been kept in repair, and a good deal of 
expenditure has been made upon them by Canon 
Gregg, who is bound at present to pay the rent of £20 
a year to the Commissioners of Education for them. 
He has sent in a claim to be released from that rent, 
but up to the present we don’t see our way to say 
that he is not bound to pay Ms rent., nor to doubt 
that it is public money still available for Intermediate 
Education, as the old diocesan school was. The real 
question is what is to be done with the tenant. Canon 
Gregg, who is managing a school in this building, 
applied to us to give him a scheme, under our Act, 
for the management of that school, and we have pub- 
lished a draft scheme accordingly. That scheme has 
nothing whatever to do with the administration of any 
public endowment, it is a scheme for the management 
of a private school that Dr. Gregg carries on, exactly, 
to illustrate it again by Mungret, as if we were asked 
by the Jesuits to settle a scheme for the management 
of their college, subject to whatever prior title there 
was, and subject to whatever rent or charge, still 
represented the public interest, and was applicable 
for public purposes. The draft scheme for the present 
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Boxborough-road School was published as what 
is called a “consent scheme.” We had no juris- 
diction except by consent of Canon Gregg. We 
have got objections from three parties, first, from 
Canon Gregg himself, who wishes to amend the scheme 
by stating more clearly the nature of the transaction 
by which he got possession of the property. So long 
as the scheme is correct this amendment makes little 
difference, it makes none in the operation of the scheme. 
But his principal application is to insert this amend- 
ment. We have got two other objections, ono from 
Bishop O’Dwyer, and the other from the Corporation of 
Limerick, substantially to the same effect. They first 
object to any public property that is in this place 
being diverted at all to the purpose, of such a school as 
is there at present ; as regards that we must- deal, if we 
can, justly with the tenant, and the question is whether 
Canon Gregg is to he put out, and if so on what 
terms. This is the resolntion of the Corporation. 

“ That inasmuch as the site of the Roxborough-road school 
was purchased, and the buildings thereon erected by monies 
levied off the rates of this city and county for the purpose 
of founding a classical school in which boys, whether 
Catholic or Protestant, may be educated, and as these 
premises have now censed to be used for this purpose the 
Mayor and Town Council of Limerick, as representatives 
of the ratepayers, put on record our opinion that this school 
should be made available to meet the reasonable educa- 
tional wants of the Catholic and Protestant bodies respec- 
tively of this city." 

That I understand to mean that these premises 
should be made available for the educational purposes 
of ull classes of the community in Limerick, because 
they were built with public money. On that point I 
have already mentioned the circumstances with which 
we have to deal, that the premises were let to the 
existing tenant by the Commissioners of' Education, 
and that his expenditure was made upon them with 
their knowledge. The second objection is: — 

“On no account can we acquiesce in its being turned 
into a proselytising establishment, and we authorize the 
Mayor and Law Adviser to appear before the Commis- 
sioners at their sitting next month, to protect the interest 
of the ratepayers in these premises.” 

We often have to deal with troublesome matters, 
and we hope to deal with this one with good temper, 
and at the same time with justice. On that point I 
should state the position of affairs. A charge of pro- 
selytising was made against Canon Gregg before the 
Commission in 1878. He came forward, and gave 
evidence disputing the allegations on which the charge 
was supposed to rest the last time that we were here. 
We think that we ought to hear any evidence which 
t'ae objectors desird to bring forward. The objection 
I had better read : — 

“ I have already submitted my views on this school to 
the Commissioners, and have now only to add, that while I 


Rev. J. F. Gregg, who was sworn 
241. When the whole case came before the Commis- 
sioners in Dublin they agreed — Dr. Graves, the Bishop 
of Limerick, being present — to my having this place. 
When they referred the whole case to their lawyer he 
could not give any decision on which the Board could 
act, consequently they could take no step towards me ; 
they had no title. Theynever attempted to put me out, 
and it was at your lordship’s suggestion I acknowledged 
the title of the Commissioners, and became their tenant. 
I could have stood on my rights and remained in 
possession because their own lawyer could not give an 
opinion as to whether they had a title or not, and I 
would not have yielded, only in courtesy, when you 
put the question to me, “ Do you dispute the Com- 
missioners’ title?” I said, “ I do not ; I only want to 
be tenant.” There was nothing discreditable — 1 got 
hi with the full knowledge of the Board — they them- 
selves found they had no power to put me out — and 
I merely acknowledged their title because I did not 


shall resist to the utmost its continuance as a proselytising 
establishment, I shall be very glad to sec it restored to the 
uses for which it was originally built, and made a high- 
clsiss school for the Protestants of Limerick, and its 
neighbourhood.” 

We must hear this charge against Canon Gregg and 
satisfy ourselves about it before we give him a scheme 
to carry on the school. The Draft Scheme contains 
a provision, to which Canon Gregg objects, that if 
he admits in children, who are not members of his 
own church, he shall admit them under a conscience 
clause. The provisions for the management of the 
school have nothing to do with the question of the 
public endowment which we consider is there in the 
rent and in the buildings. As regards the charge 
against the existing school, we shall hear any evidence 
or views that the Bishop or the Corporation wish to 
put forward, and we will ask them to tell us what 
complaint they make. In this case we have already 
published a Draft Scheme on March 25th of the present 
year. Two months were given under our Act to Bend 
in objections, and we have got three objections, and 
our usual course is first to hear the objections of the 
person in possession. 

Lord Justice Naish. — We don’t intend to hear the 
general public in this case, because we are dealing with 
specific objections from particular individuals whom 
we will hear. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — With regard to your opening 
remarks that Canon Gregg spent his money on a 
tenure which he got from a public body, I find that in 
1878, before his attention was called to the position in 
which he was, he stated he had expended £442 11s., 
so that to that extent that statement should be 
modified. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Immediately after 
he got into possession the Commissioners became 
aware of his being there ; he had communications with 
their Secretary ; he became their actual tenant under 
a written document after our Commission of 1879, but 
his possession was acknowledged by them long before. 
He says that he communicated his purchase and his 
possession to the Commissioners, and applied to them 
to let or sell the premises to him. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — What I want to point out is that 
up to December 31st, 1879, he had paid no rent, and 
the negotiations with the Commissioners up to that 
time were abortive. But when it was brought out 
plainly in 1879 that he had no tenure of the place, 
then he became a tenant, and I say it is only from 
that date that your lordship’s remark applies, that he 
spent his money on a tenure from a public body. But 
before that date he had Bpent £442 11s. on a tenure, 
which I take the liberty of saying before your lord- 
ship. was very discreditably got, discreditable both to 
Mr. Gregg and to Mr. Kyle, the Secretary in Dublin, 
and all parties concerned. 


on a previous occasion, examined, 
want anyone to say that I would take possession of I 
property, and hold that property in a wrong way. I 1 
did it in honour, and in the cause of religion, and no one 
should say a word against me. The proposal came 
down leaving it to myself to name any rent I liked. 

242. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — What has been the 
expenditure on the place and at what stages ? — I have 
been expending all along. Sometimes the Commis- 
sioners would allow me the money against the rent, 
and sometimes they would not. Here is the account 
(produced). 

243. Over and above the £20 a year, what was the 
expenditure of your capital — I think on the last occa- 
sion you told us you spent £480 odd before you got the 
agreement? — I cannot toll you now, but I know I 
laid out whatever money I stated then, and if I had 
not done it you could not inhabit the house, for the 
roof was foiling in, and one of the chimneys had to be 
taken down. 
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Oct. st, is8t, 244. Rev. Dr. Motto*.— Can you tell us how 
- — much of your own money, as distinguished from the 

F e a»MK 0n J renfc y° u got from the Commissioners, yon have spent 
on the buildings 1 — l could not tell you. 

245. In your former evidence, in 1887, you stated 

(Q. 1020). 

“Since upending £442 I la. id., I had to do a great deni 
in the way of sewerage ’’? — 

Yes, but I don’t know the amount. 

246. You stated it was £58. 

“ I had to do a great deal in the way of sewprnge. and 
making a cesspool at the end of the field which cost £58.” 

Besides that, is there anything you have spent of 
your own! — Continually, every year, because when 
the architect came down he would recommend certain 
things to he done, and there was no money to do it 

247. You hud £20 a year that the Commissioners 
gave yon 1 — That would not meet it. 

248. How much did you spend over and above 
that 1— I never made a calculation ; I could not tell 
you. I went on as things required without making 
any special summing up of the amount. 

249. You make a claim to have the rent abated in 
consideration of all the money yon expended ! — That 
is one of the reasons. 

250. Would it not be desirable you should furnish 
some account of what that moDcy was ! 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Don’t you publish an 
annual report ? — Yes. 

251. Have you an account for repairs) — I have, 
but they are all mixed between the two schools. 

262. Rev, Dr. Molloy. — Then in fact you are not 
in a position at present to tell us how much money of 
your own you Bpent on these schools since you got 
your lease 1 — I cannot tell you, but I can easily make 
that up. 

253. Lord Justice Nalsh. — From this document 
you have handed in it appears that there were law 
costs which I suppose you had to pay, £8 5s. lOd., 
and repairs to the amount of £171 6s. 10d., that 
makes £179 12s. 8 d., very nearly nine years rent at 
£20. Were you allowed these items out of the rent ! 
—Yes, that is the way they laid out the rent I paid. 

254. Then nine years rent; was laid out on the house 
substantially ! — Yes, and it is ou that ground I say 
that the repairs of the building require that amount, 
and it is a justification to me for asking an abatement 
in the rent. 

255. But the rent you were bound to pay to the 
Commissioners was in effect returned by the Commis- 
sioners to the buildings ! — They did it themselves. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You might have a per- 
fectly legitimate claim to reduce your rent in respect 
of expenditure of your own money as tenant, expen- 
diture in the landlord’s interest, but how have you a 
claim to reduce the rent by the amount the landlord 
spent on the premises! — I merely put it that the 
buildings would require a certain amount each year to 
keep them in repair, and as the Commissioners have 
hitherto laid the money out I wanted to have it con- 
tinued in that way. 

256. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Besides the £20 a year, 
the rent which the Commissioners gave you to spend 
on the premises, did they spend any more money 1 — 
No, they did not ; they never would spend money 
when they hadn't it. In the case of £62 you see 
there mentioned, I was asked to lay money out myself, 
and told they would allow it in the course of rent. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — lb is right to say they 
have never expended any money from any other en- 
dowment on the Roxborough-road premises. 

257. Rev. Dr. Molloy.— D id they pay that £62 
back to you ! — They paid it back to me ; they seut me 
down the receipt as each year came until it was paid oflu 

258. Dr. Tbaill.— I suppose you heard that the 
money was given back by the trustees of Mungret, and 
yon thought you might get it back in the same way ! — 
No, I did not hear anything about it. 


259. You did not exchange receipts ! — No. As to 
the present state of vhe premises, I asked the architect 
when he was here in June to give me an estimate of 
what the roof would require in case the matter was 
settled by the Commissioners. Ho calculated it would 
take £400 to put a new roof on the building, and it 
is in view of such a thing being required that I put 
iu for an abatement in the amount of the rent 

260. Will you have to speud £400 now! — More 
than that. Mr. Mitchell stated he calculated the size 
and the work to be done, and he said it would take 
£400. 

261. We saw the roof, and saw that it would likely 
fall in ; is it propped ! — At present it is propped ; life 
is not safe there. 

262. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Perhaps you ought to 
give it up altogether! — No, I will take the roof off’ 
but the other matter in reference to the expenditure 
must be met. 

263. Mr. C. jP. lfoyle. — I appear in the same 
capacity as in the last case representing some of the 
Catholic schools of Limerick. 

Lord Justice Naish. — B ut they are not objectors. 

Mr. Doyle . — Their interests arc practically of course 
in the hands of his lordship, but l merely wish to ask 
whether as representing people whoso interests formed 
portion of the interests of his lordship 1 might be 
permitted to speak. 

Lord Justice FiTzGimtoN. — No, I thiuk not 

264. Bishop O'Dtoyer. — I am aa objector, and I 
would like to question Canon Gregg, but it will be 
extremely inconvenient for him nuil me. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Wo will be glad to 
hear Mr. Doyle as representing your lordship. In 
these matters we have to follow a statutory course. 
We published a scheme, and wc can now hear only 
objectors, 

265. Mi 1 . 1\ S. Connolly. — Will your lordship hear 
me us representing the Corporation. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Certainly. I have 
already your objection. 

Mr. Connolly . — That in a limited way embodies 
their views. They feel that the original foundation 
of this school was from monies raised from the city 
and county, and therefore in any scheme now made 
the Corporation ought to be permitted to nominate 
the governors. 

266. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I explained al- 
ready that we dou’t recognise as a publicly endowed 
school this Roxborough-road school, for which we pub- 
lished the draft scheme a3 a consoqt scheme, hut we 
do regai*d as a public endowment what I will call the 
landlord’s interest in the place. The scheme does not 
give Mr. Gregg any interest in the rent. We propose 
to apply it through the Commissioners of Education 
for Intermediate education in the district. It is open 
to you to say whether the rent is sufficient or what 
ought to be done with the public interest in the premises. 

Lord Justice Naish. — The draft scheme proposes 
to give Canon Gregg an interest beyond what he has 
at present, but subject to £20 a year. 

267. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — The site cost £400 ; the 
buildings were erected at a cost of £1,670; the 
buildings were more or less ruinous when Canon 
Gregg came into possession. The question is whether 
he ought to be left there, and if so, what he ought to 
be charged. 

Bishop O'Dioyer . — Whether he ought to be left 
there at all on any terms. 

268. Lord Justice Naish. — At present he has an. 
interest under the Commissioners of Education which 
we cannot terminate, but you are at perfect liberty to 
say that we should not extend his interest beyond that 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — What I venture to contend is 
this, that if you don’t put Canon Gregg out of that 
place, you should leave him as you found him. That 
school is a standing insult to the Catholics of Limerick, 
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and we will exhaust every means in our power, before 
Privy Council and Parliament, to resist its being 
established iu our midst. We want to live on friendly 
terns with our fellow Protestants, but that we will 
resist to the very last ; it is a slave market for Catholic 
souls, and we will not have it. 

2G9. Dr. Traill. — T hat requires to bo proved, that 
is one of the questions in dispute. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — Evidence that I have here in 
print puts it beyond all doubt. 

270. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You must under- 
stand our position, we cannot determine the tenancy 
that Canon Gregg has, but we can leave him os he is 
if there is anything in his school making it right 
that wc should not settle this scheme for it by his 
consent. 

Bishop O’lhn/cr . — We have no objection to pay 
Canon Gregg fairly for any outlay he has made, and 
let him take his money elsewhere, and have a Ragged 
School in one of the buck lanes, where he had it 
before, but wo object to public money being used by 
him in his school. Pay him liberally. I would sub- 
scribe out of uiy own pocket to get rid of him. 

Mr. Coniwlly . — The Corporation endorses what his 
lordship has said, and the Protestant members are 
unanimous with the Catholics on the subject. I know 
nothing about it, I only represent the public voice, 
but the general idea is that this school is devoted to 
proselytising purposes. 

271. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We don’t judge 
people by “ general ideas," and I think we ought to hear 
what the charge against Canon Gregg and his 
school is. 

Mr. Connolly. — The Corporation’s only anxiety is 
that it should not, by any assistance that you give, 
be established in the city as a proselytising insti- 
tution. 

272. Mr. Doyle. — I propose to nsk the Rev. Canon 
Gregg some questions with regard to this charge of 
proselytising. 

Canon Gregg . — Am T to be asked questions before 
I hear the charge that is made ? They must give 
evidence to prove their charges. 

273. Mr. Doyle. — The charge shortly is that this 
school is used for the purpose of bringing up in the 
Protestant religion children who, in the ordinary and 
natural course of things, would be brought up in the 
Catholic religion, and whose religion is diverted 
simply by the material advantages held out to their 
parents by their reception in this school. 

Dr. Traill. — I would suggest that the proper way 
to prove this charge is to produce the evidence. It is 
rather a curious thing to try and prove a tiling against 
a man out of his own mouth. 

Canon Gregg. — I have no objection to state my rule 
in the receiving of children, and tQ hand in a list of 
the children in the school. 

274. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The ordinary 
course is to answer any questions on cross-examination 
that Mr. Doyle may ask you, he can then give any 
evidence he has, and you can reply to it. 

Canon Gregg. — I think the evidence should come 
first. 

275. Lord Justice Naish. — They have a right to 
cross-examine. 

Canon Gregg. — This is a charge made that has 
not any evidence put forward yet to substantiate it. 

27G. Mr. Doyle . — This is one of the grounds of 
objection. 

Dr. Traill — Have you got evidence? 

Mr. Doyle. — You will see from the nature of things 
that it must necessarily be very hard to produce any 
specific cases, because if there is truth in our conten- 
tion, the individual people concerned will not be the 
people to come, forward, and give evidence. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We will take the ordi- 
nary course. Canon Gregg was sworn as a witness 
at tho court sitting, he has now given evidence on 
One braueh of the case, and he is open to be cross- 


examined by yon on another ; in addition to that it is [Od. it, um. 
open to you to give evidence, if you are not satisfied — 
with Canon Gregg’s explanation. J* J 

277. Mr. Doyle . — First, I would ask him whether 
there are, or have been in this school children of 
Catholic parents ? 

Canon Gregg . — My answer is — the rule on receiv- 
ing each child is that one parent must be a Protestant, 
and that parent must be the legal guardian. I take 
the application coming from the legal guardian repre- 
senting the Protestant parent, and I have nothing to 
do with anything else in receiving a child. 

278. Then I take it to be a hard and fast rule, 
which is not departed from, that at least one of the 
parents must be a Protestant ? — Yes. 

279. Would that include the case of a child, one 
of whose parents was dead, that parent having been 
a Protestant; that is, a child whose only living 
parent was a Catholic ? — I am not aware of any such 
case. 


280. You are not aware of any such case arising 
during your management?— No. 

28 1 . Under the rules what is the principle apply- 
ing to such a case. Suppose a Catholic parent was 
living, having children, and the parent who had 
died was a Protestant, would your rules allow you to 
receive children so circumstanced into your school ? — 

I am not aware of any such case ever coming, except 
a friend of the child applied on behalf of the parent 
that died. 

282. What would occur in a case where the two 
parents were alive, and were Catholics, but a Protestant 
friend applied to have their child admitted into the 
school 1—1 received no such child into the school to 
my knowledge. I might have been deceived. 

283. Then I take you to say that you moke in- 
quiries with regard to the condition of these children f 
— J da 

284. And careful inquiries, I presume? — I do. 

285. One necessary condition of admission, I be- 
lieve, is that all must be educated Protestants? — 
Yes. They come in as Protestants, being put in be- 
cause of one parent being a Protestant. I do not ask 
the question whether the parent is dead or alive if 
the pnrtv puts in the child because the parent was a 
Protestant. I think that is legitimate ground for 
taking in a child. 

286. Do you take any trouble to inquire whether, 
previous to entering your school, the child was a Catholic 
or Protestant ? — I have nothing to do with that The 
legal guardian is the person who comes to me, and 
seeks admission, and I make inquiries as far as I can. 
For instance, there was a statement made in the 
newspapers about one child while I was in Kilkee, 
and 1 wrote to Cork to the Rector of St. Luke's to 
know was the statement of this woman correct. I 
got back an answer that it was not, and I refused to 
receive the child. 

287. When a child enters your school, do yon re- 
ceive any guarantee as to the time it should be left 
there ? — No, except it is put in to be educated. I 
have the forms here. They are all written out. 

288. Then is it agreed that a child who has pre- 
viously been a Catholic becomes a Protestant simul- 
taneously with entering your school ? — I said before 
the child comes in as a Protestant, put in by the 
representative on behalf of Protestant parents. The 
legal guardian is the party who is accountable. 

289. Is it within your knowledge that a child who 
has previously attended Catholic places of worship, and 
has been a Catholic, has, after entering your school, 
become a Protestant ?— In the case of mixed marriages. 
Those are, after all, the real cases that come before 
me. 

290. Lord Justice Naish. — Is the school intended 
for the children of mixed marriages, or do you tako 
in children both whose parents are Protestants? — 

. Yes, because it is necessary to protect them in this 
city. 
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Oct. 2 «. 18 M. 291. Rev. Dr. Molloy.— At present how many 

— children have you both whose parents are Protestants, 
J*F SZ. and how many who are the children of mixed mar- 
riages ? — Here is the list. 

292. Dr. Traill.— I suppose in the case of mixed 
marriages you think you have a claim to one-half of 
each child 1— Yes j the other side do the same. I bad 
five children at one time whose father was a Protestant, 
and when lie died they were taken iuto Mount St. 
Vincent school. 

Dr. Traill. — T hey are fair game for both sides. 

293. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Here is the re- 
turn. In the senior school : — Resident, both parents 
Protestant, 10; one parent Protestant, 10. In the 
junior school:— Both parents Protestant, 14; one 
parent Protestant, 7 ; making 41 in all. Day Chil- 
dren. — Senior school : — Both parents Protestant, 13 ; 
ono parent Protestant, 2. Junior school: — Both 
parents Protestant, 18 ; one parent Protestant, 5. 
That makes a tot altogether of 79, of whom 24 have 
ono parent Protestant, and the remaining 55 have 
both parents Protestants. 

Bishop O'Dwyer . — What we want to get at is how 
many of the 79 wore Catholic children up to the day 
they were put into that school. 

294. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Arc there auy of 
those children, and if so, how many, who up to the 
time they entered with you as Protestants had been 
Catholic in their education 1 

Canon Gregg . — Because it was a mixed marriage 
case. 

295. Lord Justice Naish. — Do you get a baptismal 
certificate with tbe children? — No, I do not. I never 
rebaptise any child. 

296. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — I find an answer in ono 
of your forms. 

“ Q. No. 5. — Are they intelligent ; have they attended 
school? A. Yes; the nuns' school” 

These were children that came from the nuns’ 
school? — They were all Protestants, and they were 
afterwards taken from my school, and the father, and 
the mother, and the whole family became Catholics. 
The Rector of the parish said if these children re- 
mained attending the nuns’ school they would all be 
lost, and ho brought two of tlm cliildren in himself. 
One remained a year. The father came up, and took 
the two children away, and the whole of them are now 
Roman Catholics. They were Protestants, every one 
of them. 

297. In what sense do yon say they were Protes- 
tants, when they came from the nuns’ school ? — They 
went to the National school. They had no other school 
in Newcastle West They were Protestants going to 
the nuns’ school. 

Dr. Traill. — That is a case of proselytising the 
other way. 

298. Lord J usticc FitzGibbon. — Can you tell mo 
how many children there are in the school who had 
been attending worship, or attending school, as Homan 
Catholics Imfore they came to you? — The cliildren 
were so young they could not be attending. Here 
is a case of one that is well known — 

_ “ April 9th, 1887. 

“Rev. Sir— M y wife having died lately, I am unable 
from having to be at work all day to give the care to my 
four young children which they require, and as they have 
no one in my house to see after them, I would thank you to 
receive them into your school, to be entirely in your charge, 
and to be brought up in the Protestant faith, which I 
myself belong to In case of your receiving them I will 
gladly contribute as soon as I can towards their support in 
the school, and I agree to receive them back from you at 
any time you may wish me to do so.” 

That is signed by the father of the children. 

299. What we want to get is, how many of the 
seventy-nine children who are now in the school had 
been under religious instruction as Roman Catholics 
before they came to you ?— I could not tell you that. 
Here is the father, it was a mixed marriage case, 


the mother had been a Roman Catholic, he is a 
member of my congregation, and he asked me to 
take those four children. They were put into our 
school. They were Roman Catholic children before, 
but ho is the legal guardian, lie is a Protestant, and 
wished them to be brought up as Protestants. 

300. Dr. Traill. — Are you charged with proselyti*. 
ing in that cose ? 

Bishop O' Dtoy.r . — We are askiug one question and 
we cannot get an answer. How many of these 
children were Catholics up in the time they entered 
that school ? — T could not tell you. 

SOI. Lord Justice FitzGibison. — S urely the teachers 
in the school could tell In nr many of the. children had 
been attending Roman Catholic instruction before they 
oarno to you?— I could not toll that. They come 
to mo as that caw there. Thnse children were 
nominally Roman Catholics before the* death of their 
mother. Tho father is a member of my congregation, 
and requested mo to take those four chihlreu. 

302. Dr. Traill. — W ould your lordship consider 
that a aiso of proselytising? 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — 1 don’t want to lio led astray 
on any side issue. How many children were Roman 
Catholics up to the day they went (here? 

303. Dr. Traill. — fib says ho cannot answer that. 

I Vitnemi . — Here is a list of all the children in the 

school. 

304. Mr. Doyle. — Have you purposely abstained 
from inqttiriug into the previous religion of children 
in your school ? — It is not a question for me, the 
legal guardian comes to me, and he. 1ms power over 
the children, ami no one else. 

305. Have you then abstained from inquiring into 
the previous religion of the children ? — That question 
I never ask, I tako tin* guardians proposal. 

300. We. may take it thou that you have abstained 
from inquiring iuto the previous religion of children 
who come to your establishment? — There is no need 
of my making any inquiries when the legal guardian 
comes. 

307. Have you done so? — No. I only tako the 
legal guanlian’B proposal, and accept it. 

308. All I want is “ yes ” or “ no." Have you ab- 
stained from inquiring into the previous religion of 
children brought to your school ? — They don’t come up 
to me in that way. 

309. Mr. Doyle . — My lord justice, may I ask you 
to put tbe question which I have several times put and 
Canon Gregg has not answered — lias he or has he not 
abstained from asking the religion of the children 1 

310. Lord Justice FrrzGir.noN. — I gather that he 
has. If the legal guardian, who is a Protestant, 
brings the child he takes the child into the schooL 
And it is jierlectly obvious from the circumstances 
under which that sometimes happens, namely, where 
there is a mixed •marriage and the Roman Catholic 
parent dies, the other parent brings the children into 
the school. 

311. Bishop O' Dwyer. — Has he inquired into the 
religion of the guardian who presented the child for 
admission ? 

Canon Qregy. — Yes, I always do. I tako the guar- 
dian’s bringing the child, and saying ho is a Protestant, 
as my guarantee for taking in those children. In that 
very cose the nmn was a Protestant originally, and 
when he married he became a Roman Catholic, when 
his wife died he wished me to tako his children under 
my charge, as he cotdd not look after them. 

312. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — We understand that case. 
The Bishop's question is, when the legal guardian 
comes to you with a child do you ascertain in all 
cases what is the religious denomination of the legal 
guardian ? — Yes. 

313. And liavo you ever received children from a 
legal guardian who was a Catholic ? — No, not to my 
knowledge. 

314. If you always inquire into the religion of 
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the legal guardian you must know in each case what his son who is not and does not represent himself to be pa. se. im#. 
religion is? — Yes, I ilo. the legal guardian, but who says he has the consent jL 

315. And can you say that in no case you have of the legal guardian? — The paper there was signed j. r. Grew; 

received a child info your institution from a legal by the legal guardian. 

guardian who was a Catholic ? — Not to iny knowledge. 334. I am not asking about that particular case 1 — 

316. Dr. Traill. — Y ou may have been deceived, I The rule is distinct that the parent who is the legal 

suppose, you mean ? — I may, but I will give you a guardian must apply first, and he may apply through 

case in which a mother was a Protestant, lier own the clergyman, as he did in this case. 

mother, sister, and brother were members of my 335. Dr. Traill But he must do it in writing t— 

congregation. This daughter married a Roman Yes. 

Catholic and become a Roman Catholic ; neverthe- 336. And in this case brought up by Mr. Doyle 
less she sent her children to my rcIiooI of her own both parents were Protestants? — Yes, and all the 
accord, although she was a nominal Roman Catholic, children, and I accepted them because he spoke of the 
Then when that husband died she married another danger they were in. 

Roman Catholic, aud not very long ago she came to 337. You don’t mean to say they were trying to 

me to know would I take her children in, and she proselytize Protestant children ? — He said if I did not 

spoke to me as a Protestant. She asked me for a take them in the whole family would be lost, 

bible, which I gave her. She asked me to take her 338. Lost to Protestantism? — Lost to us. 

children in. I said, “ You are not the legal guardian, 339. Mr. Doyle. — That includes the parents? — The 

and I cannot take your children in.” And she then parents went over. 

produced a letter from the legiil guardian giving his 340. And you brought in the children? — No. 

assent, but nevertheless I did not take the children in. When the children were brought in the parents were 

317. Who was the legal guardian in that case? — Protestants; then the father came up, and took the 

The second husband. child that remained in the school back, and he and 

318. The step-father? — No, he was the father. I did his wife and children turned over. 

not take them in. 341. Under what circumstances did they come 

319. Bishop O’ Dwyer. —Since Canon Gregg, got back? — They did not come back. 

possession of the Roxboro’-road School, has he taken 342. Dr. Traill. — T here seems to be a great deal 
a child into that from a Catholic parent? of the pot calling the kettle black about this matter. 

Canon Gregg. — Not to veside in it. Witness. — The rulo is very simple. No child is 

320. Lord Justice Naish. — As a day pupil? — In received without the paper or authority of the legal 
this case I said to this woman, “ This is a parochial guardian. The whole thing arises because it is a 
school, and it is a Protestant school, I cannot take mixed marriage case. 

your child in when the legal guardian does not bring Mr. Doyle. — There is no Catholic establishment 
her." I said, “ if you like you can send the child to that holds out religious creed as a condition of the 
the day school.” 1 never saw the child, and never enjoyment of material benefit 
spoke to the child. The child came for two or Dr. Traill. — I thought all Roman Catholics were 
three days and went away. proselytizers as much as Protestants in the case of 

321. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Have you any mixed marriages. 

boarder, or had you at any time any boarder in the 343. Mr. Doyle. — Have you ever known a case in 
school, who came from a Roman Catholic parent ? — which the parent of a child that has previously been 
No. a Catholic has changed his or her religion at the same 

322. As far ns you know, have you in the day school time that the child entered your school? 

any pupil sent to you by a Roman Catholic parent ? Canon Gregg. — Not to my knowledge. I never 
• — No one, except that one case where the woman was heard of such a case. I could state a great number 
a Protestant, aud all belonging to her Protestants, of other cases, if necessary. A whole family were in 
That is the only case I can recollect. my school, and the father a Protestant, and, as far as 

323. Mr. Doyle . — How do you satisfy yourself with I understand, the mother was a Protestant. He put 
regard to the legal status of the persons who present them into my school. They wore in it. They were 
the children to you ? — Supposing a Roman Catholic all taken away to Clare, and every one of them became 
woman said her husband was a Protestant, and the Roman Catholics. There are several other cases, 
child was a Protestant, I would take that child in. There were five children named Graydon on the 

324. On tkc’Roman Catholic parent’s statement ? — Protestant Orphan list, and they were all taken. Two 

That the father was a Protestant. of the girls were put into Mount Vincent School, and 

825. The Roman Catholic parent then bringing the the three boys were kept by Dr. O’Shaughnessy. 
child to your establishment, you would take it from 344. Dr. Tbaill. — Y ou don't mean to say Dr. 

her? On her statement that the father was a Pro- .O’Shaughnessy is a proselytizer ? — He took the 

testant. children. 

326. And without any communication with the 345. Dr. (f Shauglmcssy . — I have had an enormous 

Protestant father?— The father was dead. number of children flying from Dr. Gregg’s school, 

327. In the case of a living father ? — No ; I would but not a single child of that name. 

not Witness. — There was another case of a Protestant 

328. Is education in your establishment always child taken by Dr. O’Sbaughnessy, and at the Court 

combined with support and maintenance? — For tho that child was committed to Mount Vincent School 
residents. Not in the case of the day pupils. as a Roman Catholic by the Bench and put in there. 

329. Do the day pupils receive any benefit besides I had to apply to the Chief Secretary and got that 

education ? At Christmas they might get clothing. child out and delivered up, and placed in my school. 

330. Does chat apply to every case?— No. That child was taken again, and put into Mount 

331. If a child is brought to your school, is there Vincent for five years, and the mother, who was a 

anything else got by the child, or by the parents of that Protestant, came to me, and I got that child out again, 
child, but education? — No, except that at Christmas, in 346. Dr. O' Shauglmcssy . — Give the name. 

the distribution of clothing, they might get a share. Witness . — Fanny Breslin. 

332. You alluded just now to the case of a rector. 347. Dr. O'Shaughnessy . — That woman was a 
You said he brought children to the school ?— He Catholic. I never yet touched one of these cases of 
went to their house, they were his parishioners, an Industrial School, except where they were brought 
The father and mother consented to sending them up Catholics, baptized Catholics. 

in They did not arrive at the train, and he went to Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I n this particular case 
the house, and the children came with him. he says the child was made the subject of legal 

333. Therefore you would take a child from a per- proceedings, and on application was taken^out. 
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348. Dr. O'Shaughnmy. — So it might, for they 
are exceedingly tenacious, very properly, under tliis 
Industrial School Act, that there shall not be a 
Catholic in a Protestant school, or a Protestant in a 
Catholic school. But our whole city is in a state of 
demoralization owing to this Gregg school. Women 
will swear one thing to-day and another thing to- 
morrow, and if I get time, or get permission, I will 
be able to show that in every single case that wo had 
to do with, they were legitimately Catholics. I am 
in a position to prove that in no case can proselyti- 
zing be traced to us in any shape or form, either in 
the Society of St. Vincent dc Paul, or in the 
Industrial Schools. I would not take a wrong case 
before a magistrate in Limerick for an Industrial 
School I value the school too highly, I value its 
benefits both to Protestants and Catholics, to dare to 
do an illegal act, except it was done under a mis- 

S rehension. I don’t want to take a Protestant 
d in Limerick when I have thousands of Catholic 
children going about the streets barefooted ; and it 
shows a weak case on the part of Canon Gregg who 
cannot answer the questions put to him here, when he 
drags in my name. I trust the law will give me an 
opportunity in vindication of myself, for I esteem my 
Protestant fellow-citizens. The Protestants of Lime- 
rick as a body repudiate the Gregg school. 

Canon Gregg. — Mr. Beauchamp was the person 
who drew up the affidavit from the father and 
mother to get that child out. 

349. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — The only question before 
us is whether what is called proselytizing is carried 
on in your school ? — I deny that, I take the mixed 
marriage cases and no other. 

Bishop O'Dwyer. — Since the thing began I have 
been asking one question, and I have not yet got the 
answer, and I think we have a right to get the 
answer. How many children have been in that 
school since Canon Gregg got possession of it who 
were Catholics up to the day they entered it? 

350. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — He says he cannot 
tell, but I gather that there have been a considerable 
number, who had been Roman Catholics, and were 
under Roman Catholic instruction before he took 
them into his school His explanation is that they 
were children who, legally speaking, should have been 
brought up Protestants, or who were brought to him 
by people who had a lawful title to say that they were 
to be brought up Protestants. 

Bishop O'Dwyer. — Does Canon Gregg undertake 
to swear that every person who gave him charge of 
such a child was a Protestant ? 

351. Dol’d Justice FitzGibbon. — Can you answer 
that ? How have you satisfied yourself that each 
person bringing you a child for education in your 
school was a Protestant 1 

Canon Gregg. — As far as I could I always in- 
quired, but I told you, supposing the two parents 
have died and a friend brings the child to me and 
tells me, I take that statement, knowing the person 
to be respectable and a Protestant. 

352. Take what statement? — As to that child being 
properly presented to me to be brought up in our school. 

353.* What Bishop O’Dwyer wants to know is 
whether the person who brings you that child is always 
a Protestant? — Not always a Protestant, because a 
case* occurred where the mother of the child brought 
a child, because the father was a Protestant, the 
mother herself being a Roman Catholic. 

364. Bishop O'Dwyer. — Canon Gregg stated in 
answer to Mr. Doyle the very reverse, and stated he 
had no recollection of any such case ever occurring. 
We have it admitted that you have numbers of 
Catholics there who are now Protestants? 

Cannon Gregg. — No, I don’t admit it. 

355. Lord Justice FitzGibbon — What is the 
greatest age at which you admit children? — They 
generally come in at eight or nine, some come in at 
three or four. 


35G. What is the usual ago for children to bo ad- 
mitted? — There is no particular ago; generally we 
don't take any in after eleven. 

357. Supposing a child to have been brought up by 
her father as a Roman Catholic until she was eleven 
years of age, and that the father died, the mother being 
a Protestant, would you take the child from the mother 
and educate her as a Protestant, she having been 
educated as a Roman Catholic up to the age of eleven ? 
— I don’t see any objection ; but I don’t kuow that 
I took any such case to my knowledge. The legal 
guardian is my authority, and slio being the represen- 
tative and responsible person over this child, is quite 
authority enough for me. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — The conductor of this school who 
has the books of it won’t tell ns how many children 
there are there who were Catholics before he got 
them. I think the Commissioners ought to compel 
an answer to it. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Wo cannot compel an 
answer, and for our present purposes, numbers are 
immaterial 

358. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — I understand you to say, 
Canon Gregg, that the fact of their being Catholics 
up to the day they were brought to you, would be no 
impediment to their being rocoived ? — Not if the legal 
guardian brings them. 

359. And yon carefully abstain from inquiring 
into the question, so that as far as you know, the 
large majority might be Catholics? — They are the 
children of mixed marriages. I oven make it a rule 
that they must take them back if I don’t keep them. 
They are at liberty to walk out any moment they 
like. 

360. (To Mr. Doyle.) — Your objection is against 
Canon Gregg getting a scheme for his school on the 
ground that the school is used for the purpose of pro- 
selytising, or is generally believed in Limerick to be 
used for this purpose ; and you say it is not desirable 
such an institution should get a scheme from our 
Commission. 

Mr. Doyle. — Yes. 

361. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Can you give us evidence 
that there is such an opinion providing in Limerick ? 

Mr. Doyle . — I can give yon evidence that there is a 
universal opinion. 

362. Dr. Traill. — Could you give evidence of 
facts? 

Lord Justice Naish. — I doubt you could give 
evidence of universal opinion, but it is quite clear that 
there is such a feeling. 

363. Bishop O' Dwyer. — Aik Dean Bunbury does 
he subscribe to that place or approve of it. 

Dean Bunbwry . — Dean Bunbury would rather not 
answer any questions on the subject. 

364. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I don’t think 
that is a fair question; we are not trying the school by 
public opinion. It would be unfair to one clergyman 
to ask his opinion of another clergyman of his own 
church. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — Are there any illegitimate child- 
ren in the school ? 

Canon Gregg. — There are throe children I am 
certain of. and one doubtful. 

365. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — On whose autho- 
rity were they admitted ? — In the first case on the 
mother's; she was a Protestant. In the next case on 
the uncle’s, the father was a Protestant and he died. 

368. Dr. Traill. — Who did you consider the legal 
guardian? — The mother in the first case, and the 
father in the second case. In the third case the 
grandmother gave the child, but I. cannot tell whether 
the child was illegitimate or not. The grandmother 
was a Protestant. 

367. Bishop O'Dwyer. — Does Dean Bunbury or 
Archdeacon Hamilton subscribe to the school? — I 
don’t consider a question like that should be put to me. 

368. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Do you publish a list of 
your subscribers? — Yes. 


• Seo Appendix B,No. I., p. 75. 
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369. Conld we see the list ! — I Lave not it here. 
"Now I want to show the necessity of this school. I 
have only given some cases. I could give a long list 
of cases where I have lost children in my school as 
Protestants. To show you the need of having a school 
like oura. we have to be on our watch continually. 
One child, who was baptized at the Cathedral, and 
was in my charge, was stolen. Mr. Beauchamp and 
I went to look for her, but we conld not trace what 
had become of the child. When a charge like this is 
brought forward, I think I have a light to show that 
the other side are fin- and away more acti ve than 
I am. 

370. Dr. Traill (to Bishop O' Dwyer). — Your lord- 
ship does not know about that case, T suppose! 

Bishop O’ Dwyer . — I don’t understand your asking 
me the question. 

371. Dr. Traill. — Ho has ju9t given evidence — 
you did not hear it. 

Bishop O' Dwyer. — What has that to say to me ! 

372. Dr. Traill. — He says the child was baptized 
in the Cathedral. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — What Cathedral! 

373. Dr. Traill. — In the Protestant Cathedral, 
and was stolen away from him, and he charges tho 
opposite side with carrying it away from him . 

Bishop O’ Dwyer. — I want to know what is the im- 
putation conveyed in your question ! 

374. Dr. Traill. — T o show that there is prosely- 
tising on both sides. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — But I don’t admit that, and I 
don’t understand your object in putting such a ques- 
tion to me. 

Dr. Traill. — Well, I am sorry if I annoyed yonr 
lordship. 

375. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The question 
whether we ought to settle a scheme for any school or 
not is very much one of discretion, and there is always 
the resource open which was put forward to-day in 
reference to other places also, that we can leave things 
as they are, very frequently doing loss mischief than by 
making alterations. I think we understand the charge. 
Dr. Gregg seems to be doing very active educational 
work among the children of mixed mairiages, and he 
•seems to take them in, irrespective of what education 
they have got up to the time at which he takes them. 
It may be that the other side do the same, but 
we are not investigating any charge against him at 
present, because no scheme is asked for in respect 
of any school in which such things occur, if they do 
occur. We can understand a conscientious clergyman 
dunking, rightly very often, that he has a right to 
interfere. Each case turns upon the circumstances, 
the age of the child, the position of the parents, and 
other things which we cannot determine. The ques- 
tion for us is whether we should use the powers of our 
Act to give this school a greater hold on the public 
interest in the buildings than it has already. I see 
Mr. Beauchamp is helping Mr. Gregg, and I should be 
glad if he will give us assistance necessary to do full 
justice in the case. We want to get irom Canon 
Gregg, in writing, certified by himself, a statement as 
nearly as he can go, of his expenditure on the Roxboro’ 
Road premises. Ho told the old Commission of a very 
definite sum £440 odd, spent up to a certain date, 
and there has been a good deal of expenditure 
since. There has been against that expenditure the 
£20 rent, and the expenditure of the rent on the pre- 
mises docs not seem to us to give any claim cither to 
he relieved from the rent, or to have the place treated as 
being maintained at the tenants’ expense. We would 
like very much to have a detailed statement of the 
expenditure on the place from the time Canon Gregg 
went into it, showing the dates. 

Bishop O' Dwyer . — Distinguishing between current 
and permanent improvements. 

376. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Showing what it 
was for. We want the dates, because there may be a 


difference between what was .'pent before the letting 
and afterwards. I don't go so far at present as Dr. 
O’Dwyer in thinking Canon Gregg can have no claim 
for expenditure before the agreement, because beyond 
all doubt the Commissioners knew he was there. I 
won’t now express a definite opinion on the matter, 
but we want the details, and we will consider the whole 
matter and see what provision we can partly make. 
The amount of tho expenditure would probably repre- 
sent the outside measure of Canon Gregg’s claim ; and, 
speaking for myself, I should have to consider very 
carefully again to see how far we can use the powers 
of the Act for the purpose of altering the tenure 
from what it is at present, or doing more than finding 
out how much there has been actually spent on the 
place, and how much of the building that is there now 
as a piece of property represents private expenditure, 
for to that extent it is not a public endowment. 

Bishop O' Dwyer.— I would wish to call your 
attention to a consideration that I think ought 
to weigh largely with you in dealing with it, 
and that is the universal opinion of all Limerick 
against this school being maintained for its present 
purposes. 

377. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I would venture 
to suggest that it would be better not to get into a 
further discussion. W e will consider carefully how far 
we ought to use any powers we possess with regard to a 
place as to which there is a strong feeling, just or unjust. 
We have heard the evideqpe on both sides as regards 
the charge ; there is a very strong feeling on both 
sides, and Dr. Gregg has been strongly expressing his 
views against the injustice of the charge. But we 
have no power to settle the truth of the dispute. 

Bishop O' Dwyer. — In its bearing upon the other 
endowments I am anxious to press my view that that 
school ought to be made a classical school for the 
Protestants, and I wish to say on the part of the 
Catholics of Limerick, that we will waive any claim 
whatsoever to any share to which we may be entitled. 
We will do everything we can in the dividing of the 
other endowments, to facilitate the setting up of a 
good classical school there, and we will have no 
objection to paying Canon Gregg, out of any fund you 
have at your disposal, full compensation for any outlay 
he has made there. When the Catholics of limerick 
are anxious to go to that length for peace, there ought 
to be influence brought to bear to settle things. I 
think the fact that the school is wanted for its original 
purpose, and that there are funds available for that 
purpose, ought to lead you to restore it to that purpose. 

378. Canon Gregg. — That school was established 
for a great number of years, but it never succeeded 
from the position that it is in, nor is there accom- 
modation. I myself have had to limit our residents 
because we have not accommodation. We used to 
have over 100 children. The doctor said it wag 
unwholesome to have so many children in the rooms, 
and we had to diminish our numbers. It is no fit 
place, either in situation or accommodation, for a 
classical school. 

379. Rev. Mr. Baxendale. — The school is entirely 
out of the way, and we in every way repudiate setting 
up an educational establishment there. It failed in 
the past, and it will fail in the future. 

380. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We saw the place. 

Rev. Mr. Baxendale. — That ought of necessity to 

be a Diocesan School, belonging to , the Protestant 
Episcopal Church. It would be no use to us. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There is no diocesan 
foundation left. 

Professor Dougherty. — And if there were it would 
not be Protestant Episcopalian. 

Rev. W. J. Olarke. — My idea is that the charge 
brought against Canon Gregg of having a proselytizing 
school has completely and utterly failed. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We have heard the 
evidence, and we see what it rests on. 

381. Rev. Mr. O'Brien, — Bishop O’Dwyer has said 


Oct 36, Uf.9. 
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Out. »s. ue». there is a universal feeling in Limerick against this 
" BohooL If the feeling is universal, how is it that 
money is subscribed year after year by inhabitants of 
limerick and persons who live outside it. I hail a 
strong feeling against what was described us a prose- 
lytizing institution. T inquired into the matter, and 
saw it was not a proselytizing institution, and I there- 
fore subscribed, and there are plenty of people in a 
similar position. 

382. Dean Bunbury . — From the evidence I have 
heard to-day and before, I never looked upon it as a 
proselytizing institution. I certainly did not take 
much interest in it, and I did not subscribe. I toll 


you candidly that I tliink both sides, Protestants and 
Roman Catholics, arc very desirous of looking after 
mixed marriages, and they look upon the children of 
mixed marriages as fair game. I think it is a common 
sense view of it, and I really do not think that this 
institution of Canon Gregg's is such a terrible thing 
after all. I think my friends the ltoiuau Catholics 
are quite justified in exerting themselves in the same 
direction. I think it necessary to say that, because the 
Bishop appeared to think I was dead against it. 

Lord Justice FmUinnoN. — We must consider all 
that we have heard for the last two days, and try to 
settle something. 


LIMERICK MODEL SCHOOL. 


Anthony Foxe, Principal Teacher, examined. 


Anthony Poxo. 383. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We want to get 
the numbers in the Model School and the accommoda- 
tion 1 — The total numlier on the roll at present is 228. 

384. How many have you accommodation for 1 — In 
the three departments about 550. 

385. How long have you been there 1 — Since 24tli 
February, 1886. 

386. Is the number as large now as at any time 
since you camel — It is considerably larger than when 
I came. The average wh^n I came in the boy’s de- 
partment was only 55. At present it is 75. 

887. Are there, three schools 1 — There are throe. 

388. There is a principal teacher in each of the 


three 1 — There is no principal teacher in the infant 
department at present. It is vacant. There is an 
assistant in the infant department, but none in the 
others. 

380. Wlmt are the religious denominations of the 
teachers? — Two are Roman Catholic and ouo Estab- 
lished Church. I am a Roman Catholic, and the head 
of the infant school is Established Church, and the 
assistant Roman Catholic. 

390. Wlint class attend the Model School l— All 
middle-class Protestauts. 

The sitting concluded. 


PUBLIC SITTING— THURSDAY, APRIL 10, 1890. 

At the Office, 23, Nassau-street, Dublin. 

Present : — The Right Hon. Lord Justice FitzGibbon and the Hon. Mr. Justice O’Brien, Judicial 
Commissioners ; and the Rev. Gerald Molloy, d.d., Anthony Traill, Esq., li„d., m.d., F.T.C.D., 
and Professor Dougherty, M.A., Assistant Commissioners. 

The Secretary, Wit Edward Ellis, ll.b., and the Assistant Secretary, N. D. Murphy, wero in 
attendance. 


THE CHARLTON CHARITY. 


Lord Justice FitzGibbon made an introductory statement. 


891. Mr. Gemon, Secretary to Commissioners of 
Charitable Douations and Bequests. — The Charlton 
property is in Chancery under a receiver or agent. At 
one time it was contemplated to put it under our board, 
but the late Lord Chief Justice May, when the 


scheme went before him as Attorney-General, raised a 
point that it could not lie diverted from the Court of 
Ohaucery, so it was retained there. Mr. Maxwell, our 
solicitor, will give evidence as to how the Charity has 
been practically worked. 


Mr. J.Jd. 


Mr. J. M. Maxwell sworn and examined. 


392. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You are solicitor 
to the Board of Charitable Donations and Bequests 1— 
My father is. I ropresout him. He is not able to 
come here to-day. 

393. What part has your firm taken in the manage- 
ment of the Charlton property 1 — The receiver every 
year advertises for applicants for portions from the 
Charity. When the claims are sent in we investigate 
them, and work up any evidence that we think neces- 
sary in doubtful cases. Then we bring the matter before 
the Lord Chancellor’s Chief Clerk. He holds a sitting 
at which the receiver attends, and also Mr. O’Hagan, 
as solicitor, representing the trustees of the fund. 


394. Of what does the property consist 1 — I hand 
in the receiver’s account. After all deductions, the net 
income is about £G50 a year, including £251, the 
income of some £8,500 consols in Court. 

395. I see in the last account that £430 was due on a 
rental of £810. Practically there is now half a year's 
arrear 1 — Yes. 

396. Then there is about £800 from lands, and £250 
from money, gross incoino 1 — Yes. 

397. There are some outgoings, £80 head rent, £12 
tithe rentcharge, and £3 quit rent. The miscellaneous 
payments are considerable— costs, £25 ; costs, £6 ; e* - 
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ponses for the distribution of the fund, advertisements 
and miscellaneous costs of receiver, £59 ? — The re- 
ceiver in addition gets a salary of £100 a year. 

398. Is he paid a salary and poundage, or salary 
only 1 — Salary only. 

35)9. Mr. William Eond is the present receiver? 

Yes. 

400. Aro the rents all secured? — Yes, all hut one 
are secured head rents. 

401. How did the sum of consols accumulate? — It 
accumulated prior to 1877 when the last scheme was 
settled. A large surplus was accumulating every yeai - , 
which was invested by the court, when there was 
no way of working it oil. The scheme of 1877 o]>ened 
the whole thing t» all denominations for the surplus. 

402. Mr. J ust ice O’Brikn. — Were the Protestants 
not sufficient to absorb the money at that time? — No, 
they were not. 

403. Dr. Traill. — Six guineas was not much of a 
portion? — By the scheme of 1877 £25 was allowed to 
Protestant applicants, and the surplus was divided 
equally among other denominations. 

401. The amount given to them fluctuates ?— It 
fluctuates very much. 

405. About what number of claims do you get in 
the year? — T ran draw out a statement and hand it in 
to your Secretary to-morrow; the claimants for 1889 
were 91, of which 58 wore allowed. Of those, 22 
were claimants for marriage portions of £25 each, 
and of those 22 Protestant claimants twelve were 
allowed. 

406. If 58 claims altogether were allowed it 
would leave 4(5 claims for other denominations? — 
Yes; the surplus was divided vatcably amongst the 
4G. 

407. Dr. Traill. — Could you give the grounds on 
which 12 claims were allowed, and the others dis- 
allowed? — I will make it out. The principal number 
were disallowed for being over age. The rest for not 
being labourers' children. 

408. Lord .Justice FitzGibbon. — Have you had the 
conduct of any of the cases in which questions have 
arisen as to the qualification of “ day labourer" ? — I 
had. I have managed the whole of this business my- 
self since 1882. We were bound by your lordship’s 
decision on the point, and wc did not allow the claims 
of anybody such as an artisan, or where there was no 
sufficient evidence that the parent was a day labourer. 

408a. I think a question arose whether a constable 
was a day labourer? — Yes. As a matter of fact none 
but farm labourers are allowed now. 

409. Labourers on the railway were admitted? — Yes. 

410. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — T hey are chiefly day 
labourers, I suppose? — Yes. 

411. Was the order of 1877 obtained upon the ap- 
plication of the Board of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests? — Yes. 

412. Was there no application by a private indivi- 
dual ? — None. 

413. It seems extraordinary to order that there 
should be a portion of £25, instead of six guineas — 
taking the cream out of the thing — then to extend 
the scheme to claimants of other denominations out of 
the surplus without fixing any amount. 

414. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — What was the lowest sum 
ever given under this scheme as a marriage portion? 
—In 18S4 it emne down to about £2. 

415. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Were the people to 
intermarry upon that fortune ? — That is so. 

41 6. Lord JusticeFiTzGiBBON. — Under the original 
scheme of 1855 all the counties adjoining Meath and 
Longford were brought in ? — That is so. 

417. Do you still admit claimants from the adjoin- 
ing counties? — We do. 

418. Then no day labourers’ children belonging to 
Meath or Longford would get anything out of the 
surplus until all the adjacent counties had supplied 
their full number of £2o claimants? — That is so. It 
has never run up in Meath and Longford to such num- 


bers as to absorb the whole sum. Under the decree A P ril ,fl - MW* 
of 1836 the claimants from Meath and Longford y r j 
must be satisfied first. The adjacent counties then MaxweU. 
come in. Under the decree of 1877, the six guineas 
portions ai-e increased to £25, and the surplus after 
that is given to other denominations. Under the old 
decree of 1836 there is to be a payment of six 
guiueas, but only to people of Meath and Longford. 

419. Then under the decree of 1855 the counties 
adjoining Meath and Longford are all brought in pari 
passu, but coining after Meath and Longford ? — Yes. 

420. Under the last decree all the people qualified 
under cither of the two classes of 1836 and 1855 have 
their portions raised to £25 each. 

421. And no person gets any of the surplus divi- 
dend until all these others are satisfied? — Yes; that 
is so. 

422. Seeing that Dublin is one of the counties in- 
cluded, how has it happened that the whole fund has 
not been carried away by the adjoining counties ? — It 
has never so occurred. 

423. Professor Dougherty. — Aro the inhabitants 
of the adjoining counties aware of their rights? — We 
give notice continually. 

424. Have you had applications from Monaghan, 
or Cavan? — Yes; we have had applications from 
both of them. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — The girls must be from Meath or 
Longford. 

425. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The Rev. Mr. 

Keene is right. The girls must all be from Longford 
or Meath. I wonder you have not a greater demand 
for wives from Meath and Longford, if yon have made 
the bachelors from the adjacent counties aware of their 
privileges. 

Mr. Gemon. — I think it ought to bo cleared up 
without' a doubt, whether the parties entitled to the 
six guineas must in fact be Protestants. The present 
Chief Baron Palles, when Attorney-General, and the 
late Lord Chancellor Law, as Solicitor-General, gave 
an opinion that even the original claimants need not 
be Protestants, and I have asked Mr. Maxwell is he 
very clear that in fact they are all Protestants. I am 
not sure of it, but I think it is a veiy important por- 
tion of the case. 

426. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (to Mr. Maxwell). 

— What evidence of qualification do yon call for 1 — 

They must send in a certificate, which you will find 
at the foot of the decree, signed by tbe clergyman of 
the parish, and also by the churchwardens where there 
are churchwardens, that they have been duly married 
in their presence, and that the parties are the neces- 
sary age, and that they are residents of the counties 
in which they are situated, and all must be certified 
of their own knowledge. [Reads the form of certi- 
ficate.] 

Dr. Traill. — You will not, I think, get Protestant 
clergy to go to Roman Catholic chapels to perform 
marriages. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Originally the ceremony of 
marriage need not have been performed by the priest, 
but only in his presence, and that law found its way 
into tho statute. 

Mr. Gemon. — It may be that Protestant clergymen 
have, in fact, attended marriages of Catholics for the 
purpose of qualifying them for the larger marriage 
portion of £25. 

427. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (to witness).— Is 
there no evidence required of the creeds of the parties 
marrying? — None at all. 

428. Dr. Traill. — How do you account for the 
fact that there are not more applications for Protestant 
marriages when the scheme has been extended to so 
many counties. Is it because there are not daughters 
to be married in Meatb and Longford ? — I think every 
peraon entitled to the charity sent in claims, bat I 
t.RinV they have raised themselves above the qualifi- 
cations. 

429. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— There does not 
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appear to have been created by the charity any great 
demand for the hands of the daughters of day labourers 
in Meath and Longford, though emigrants from any 
adjoining county, say Dublin or Monaghan, by 
marrying Meath or Longford girls would become 
entitled to the portions of £25 each ? — Yes. 

Mr. Gernon. — Since the scheme of 1877 there was 
no necessity, so far as I can sec, to travel out of Mcatli 
or Longford. 

430. Lord Justice FitzGihuon. — T he surplus people 
must come from Meath or Longford ? — Yes. There- 
fore there was no necessity to travel to other parts. 

431. Lord Justice FitzGiubon. — B ut claimants 
from adjacent counties for the £25 portions take 
priority over the surplus claims 1 

Mr. Gernon. — I am not sure of that. 

432. Lord Justice FitzGihuon. — I t seems to ho so 
under the decree. As regards the question of day 
labourers, have you any rules. Yon spoke of a deci- 
sion of mine, but I only, as deputy for the Lord 
Chancellor in one year, ruled two or three particular 
cases that came before me. 

Mr. Maxwell. — The question has arisen very often 
as to what a day labourer is. 

433. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — I f a man wore paid 
weekly wages, would he be accounted a labourer '< — I 
think so unless he w:ix an artisan. 

434. Would a working carpenter be cousiderod a 
labourer 1 — No. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien. — I f a man says ho is a labourer, 
every person knows he is not a tradesmau. 

Dr. Traill. — A man who attends a blacksmith 
might be called a day labourer. 

435. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — W ould a skilled labourer 
have a claim 1 — No. 

436. Only unskilled labourers ? — Yes. 

437. Professor Douoherty. — Under the decision 
of the Lord J usticc yon took it that they should be 
agricultural labourers exclusively! — Yes. 

Lord Justice Fm G ibbon. — I certainly never laid 
down that rule — a hodman may be a day labourer. 

438. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — I t is not apparent that 
there is any skilled labour in the counties of Meath 
and Longford ! — Some peculiar cases arise every year. 
One arose last year in which the. man was the son of 
a retired sergeant of Hussars. He still drew his 
pension from the army, but worked as a bom fide day 
labourer in the country, and the question cropped up, 
was his son entitled under the scheme. 

439. Was the son working as a day labourer ! — Not 
at the time. The son might be anything. 

440. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T here is no re- 
striction on the avocations of the parties, but only of 
their parents! — That is so. 

441. What is the position in life generally of the 
parties who establish their claims. Are they all day 
labourers themselves! — I cannot answer that. We 
have had a great many cases of persons who had gone 
away. Some were working in Glasgow. Wo never 
inquired what the children wei-e themselves. 

442. Then supposing a day labourer to have had a 
son and died, if the son became a shopkeeper, or 
tradesman, you do not ascertain what lie is! — We 
don’t ascertain what he is. 

443. Similarly, I suppose with regard to the women! 
— Yes, wo do not know the position in life of the 
people who marry. We ouly receive the applications 
sent up by the receiver, but several people about tbe 
country can give evidence on these points if asked. 

444. Dr. Traill. — I s it the receiver who collects 
the applications first! — Yes, he udvertises. 

445. He takes the place of the Clerk at the salary 
of £100 under the will ? — Yes. 

446. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — I n 1S89 the amount that 
went to the £25 portions was £300, and the total 


amount of smaller portions about £7 15s. each, was 
£350 or thereabouts? — I think so. 

447. It appears that in that year the total ineome 
was about equally divided between the larger and 
smaller portions? — Yes. 

44S. Is that what generally occurs} — in 1888 
twenty-three applied for £23 portions, and only nine 
were admitted, and there were 72 who divided 
surplus, in round numbers £400, that year. 

449. Could you tell what was the largest sum paid, as 
a marriage portion, out of the surplus — say within the 
List four or live years ? — I cannot tell that off lmnd. 

Rev. Mr. Keene . — About £17 10s. 

450. Lord Justice Fit/.Uiijiion. — T hen, whether 
it Is to be £17 10s. or £2 the people cannot know 
until after they are married? — No, nor until after the 
£25 claims have been allocated. 

451. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — T hey must be married 
before they aw qualified, so that they got married on 
chance of getting the money 1 

452. Mi*. Justice O’Hiiikn. — I t might happen that 
some of the parties would get married under a mistake, 
and the claim be put in under a miscalculation ? — That 
is so. 

453. Lord Justice FitzGihuon. — A nd the original 
intention of the testator that a fixed sum should be 
given has lieen entirely departed from as regards the 
surplus ? — Entirely. 

454. The number of claimants is fluctuating, and 
so is the amount to be distributed ? — Yes. 

Mr. Gernon. — Tho di Terence between the Rocer 
Palmer Charity and the Charlton Charity is that the 
girls in the former case know what they are to get, 
and the number each year is limited to live. 

455. Lord Justice KitzGiiihox — S imilarly the £25 
people in Meatli and Longford know what they are 
going to got. 

Mr. Genian. — Yes, but not with the same certainty. 

450. Lord Justice FrrzGinuos (to 1 Vitaess ). — You 
have never been any year, since the scheme was in 
operation, without some surplus ? — No, wo have not. 

457. Is tlie. iucomo from the £S,500 consols 
treated as liable to the first charge fur the £25 por- 
tions ? — Yes ; as part of tlie general estate. 

458. Mr. Justice O’Bimrn. — Was it under the 
scheme that the receiver was appointed Clerk at a 
salary of £100 a year. An ordinary receiver is paid 
a poundage, but does this gentleman receive £100 a 
year for simply collecting the applications ? — I don't 
know. The receiver is here. 

459. Lord Justice FitzGihuon. — W o will not 
detain you now, but we should bo obliged if you will 
send us tho last three receiver's accounts, and the last 
three lists of claimants, with the rulings on the 
claims ? — I will do so. 

460. Have yon any list showing the age, employ- 
ment, etc. 1 — 1 can show that here. (Document pro- 
duced.) 

461. Dr. Traill. — Hero is one case — “man, son 
of a carman, refused." Then, “ refused — father of 
man a herd." Would a herd not be regarded as a day 
labourer ? — I cannot say. 

Dr. Traill. — Here is another case — “ the fathers 
of both man and woman, herds — refused.” 

462. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — Is it ruled that though 
the man’s father is dead tlie sou would be looked upon 
as a day labourer! — Yes. 

463. If the man came into town and become a shop- 
keeper and was prosperous, would he be entitled 1 — I 
think so, if he was within the limits of age, and that 
he married a girl from Meath or Longford. 

464. Lord Justice FitzGihuon. — H ere is another 
case — “ father of man a horse trainer, refused.” 

465. Dr. Traill. — A nd one in the £25 list, girl's 
hither a servant — refused.” 
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Mr. William Bond sworn and examined. 


466. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — H ow long have 
you been receiver over the Charlton estate ? — Since 
1877. 

467. What docs the property consist of 1 — Oflands 
in Longford and Meath — I only receive head rents, 
except from one occupying tenant in Meath. 

468. What is this rent 7 — £133 a year. The 
others arc head rents. 

469. I see in the county Longford property, 
£566 14s. 1(W. is payable from ono holding? — Yes. 

470. You receive the rent from the representatives 
of Patrick Edward Murphy ? — Yes. 

471. Do you know his interest? — I do not. 

472. Is it a well secured rent? — Yes. 

473. Then the representatives of William Young, 
pay £52 10s. 5 d., also head rent? — Yes. 

474. Patrick Smith is the occupying tenant ?• — Yes. 

475. Wliat interest lias he ? Is he a yearly tenant 1 
— No, he has a lease. 

47 6. Has he had a fair rent fixed ? — He pays the 
rent in the lease still. 

477. Then John E. Charlton pays £57 18s. 6 d. ? — 
Yes. 

478. You have but four rents, amounting in all to 
£810 3s. 9 d. a year? — Yea 

479. And on the lost account, £405 3s. lcf., half 
a year’s rent, was due ? — Yes. 

480. Then substantially you have no arrears? — 
There are no arrears except for the half year. 

481. Do you draw the dividends on the stock ? — 
Yes. 

482. Rev Dr. Molloy. — W hat is the amount of 
the consols ? — I could not tell. I know the interest. 
In 1886, it was £250 4s. 9 d . ; in 1887, £249 14s. ; 
in 1888, £250 4s. 9d ; and in 1889, £251 Gs. 5c?. 

483. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T hen you have 
been investing money ? — It was invested before 1877. 

484. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — D id you lose anything by 
the reduction in the rate of interest ? — No. 

485. Mr. Goschen’s measure did not affect you 
apparently ? — It has not. 

486. Dr. Traill. — H ave you closed the account 
up till November, 1SSD ? — Yes. 

487. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — And yon got 
£251 6s. 5c?. from the Accountant-General last 
year? — Yes. 

488. Is the money in Chancery? — It is. 

489. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — W ere you appointed 
receiver by the Court of Chancery in 1877 ? — Yes. 

490. This position of “Clerk” was incorporated 
apparently with your position as receiver? — Yes, but 
that was before my time. 

491. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — B esides the ordi- 
nary duties of receiver, which appear in your case to 
be easy, I believe you do work also, as regards the 
management of the charity and the publication of 
advertisements ? — Yes, and distributing forms. 

492. Do the applicants come to you personally, 
or do they write to you 1 — Some come to me personally 
in Longford, and tho Meath people write to me. 

493. Do you send the forms to any one who asks 
for them ? — Yes, to any one who asks. In the cases 
regarding the surplus claims they have to pay 2 s. 6 d. 
stamp duty. 

494. Is that on the statutable declaration ?— Yes. 

495. You afterwards receive and pay the money, 
and account for it in Chancery ? — Yes. 

496. What position in life, would you say, is 
occupied by the husbands who get the £25 ? — Sons of 
day labourers. 

497. That is not what I ask. What is the position 
of those that receive the money ? — Generally pretty 
fair, I believe. They might be tradesmen, but their 
fathers were day labourers. 

498. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — It certainly would 
appear to me from the statute that it was intended 
that the fathers should be alive at the time ; it was 


the duty of the clerk to keep a list of the day 
labourers. 

499. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Is there any 
difference in position between the people who get the 
£25 fortune and those who come under the surplus 1— 
I don’t think there is. They are all much the same. 

500. When you pay the money you don’t know 
how it goes ? — I know several cases in which it was 
of great advantage to the people. 

501. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Are advertisements 
published c alling on the people to put in claims ? — 
Yes, in the month of December. 

502. At what time are they required to be sent in ? 
— Before the 6th of January. 

503. Must they be married at the time ? — Yes. 

504. Dr. Traill. — You could not promise them 
anything on the strength of an engagement ? — No. 

505. Do you receive any income beyond or separate 
from your income as clerk ? — It is £100 a year. 

50G. For what was the amount of £59 odd paid to 
the executor of William Johnston last year? — The 
costs of passing accounts. 

507. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Wore they solicitors’ 
legal costs 1 — Yes, the taxed costs. 

508.. Dr. Traill. — Does it cost £59 to put in a 
statement of accounts in the Court of Chancery ? — I 
don’t know. That is the amount of the taxed costs. 

509. Have you got any account supplied to the 
court for which you were allowed £59 ? — I have not. 

510. What would the items in the account be made 
up of? — I never saw one of the accounts. 

511. Who supplies them? — My solicitor. 

512. Who is your solicitor 7- — Mr. Stanley is at 
present. Mr. Johnston was formerly. 

513. What is the nature of the account that costs 
£59 ? — I could not say — it is a miscellaneous bill 

514. The rental seems a simple thing. Does the 
solicitor give a statement of all the claims ? — Yes. 

515. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Would not that be part 
of your ordinary business, and not part of the business 
of the solicitor ? — I never did it. 

516. Dr. Traill. — Wliat has the solicitor to do 
that his costs amount to £59. You had not to make 
motions in court, for your accounts are very simple 
things 1 — It was paid on the taxed bill. 

517. Professor Dougherty. — Is this bill of costs a 
different one from Sir Patrick Maxwell’s ? — It is. 

518. Have you any idea of the amount of Mr. 
Maxwell’s bill of costs ? — It is down in the account. 

Mr. Gemon . — It m the duty of the Board’s solicitor 
to report on the Charlton charity every year. 

519. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There appear to 
he three sets of solicitors attending every portion of the 
proceedings in Chancery. First, there is “paid 
William Johnston, costs of passing said account, 
£9 13s. ; ” then, “paid same £1 10s. costs of lodging 
the balance ; ” “ paid Sir Patrick Maxwell, costs, 
£25 6s. 7 d. j " “ miscellaneous costs of defendants, the 
trustees of the will of Thomas Charlton, £6 13s. 6 d." 

520. Dr. Traill. — W as there an action between 
them? 

521. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— No. Then, “exe- 
cutors of late William Johnston, miscellaneous costs, 
taxed 29th November, £59 12s. ll)<?.” How long was 
that bill for ? — It must have beenjfor more than a year. 

Then comes, “Freeman’s Journal, £3 8s. ; Daily 
Express, £3 7 s. ; Meath Herald, £2 6s. ; Longford 
Independent, £7 7s. ; printing, 6s. 6 d. ” 

Mr. Justice O’Brien. — It costs a considerable sum 
for publishing the banns. 

522. Professor Dougherty. — You don’t adver- 
tise in Cavan or Louth? — It is advertised in the 
Dublin papers. 

523. I observe you advertise in the local papers of 
Meath and Longford ? — Yes. 

524. But you do not think it necessary to advertise 
in the local papers of the adjoining counties ? — No. 

G 


April 10 , 1190 . 
Wil liam Bond. 
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525. You never tried an advertisement in those 
counties, and finding a girl disengaged who would get 
something out of the fundi — No. 

526. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (to Rev. Mr. Keene). 
— As you are the clergyman of the Navan parish, 
perhaps it will be more convenient to take your 
evidence there? 

Rev. Mr. Keene.— I would prefer fcliat ; liut I may- 
liand in the Report now of the Meath Diocesan 
Council. 

Mr. Keene read the following : — 

The Charlton Endowment This Endowment is at 

present applied in providing marriage portions for the 
children ol labourers living in certain districts of the 
counties of .Meath and Longford. It was originally 
applied for the exclusive benefit of Protestants; but 
by a recent Clmucery Scheme, its benefits have been 
extended to Roman Catholics; but them were not 
Protestants enough to claim the grant. The Sub- 
committee having consulted with the bodies chiefly 
interested, have, with the approval of the Diocesan 
Council of Meath, adopted the following resolution, 


which they recommend should bo pressed upon the 
Educational Endowments Commissioners : — 

This Sub-Committee is of opinion that the 
Charlton Fund should in future be applied in the 
manner as indicated in sub-section (c), clause 11 , 
ol the Meath Scheme of the Educational Endow- 
ments Commission; provided that, in accordance 
with the will of the founder, girls should he ad- 
mitted, as fur as is possible, to equal benefits with 
boys. 

The following is the clause referred to : — 

‘•To advance in life deserving pupils whose 
circumstances are such that thc\ need assistance 
on leaving school. Such assistance shall in each 
case be given with due regard to tlic circumstances 
and needs of the pupils receiving I ho same, and 
may lie given as nr townrds the. cost of outfits or 
apprenticeship firs, the cost of obtaining special 
instruction, or advanced education at the Inter- 
mediate Schools, or elsewhere, or in such other 
mode, mid subject to such conditions, os the 
Board may consider most advantageous.” 


William 
fiemon, Ksq, 


William (Jernon, Esq., b.l., Secretary to the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Requests, examined. 


527. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You appear on the 
part of the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests? — Yes. The minutes of my Board contain 
some interesting historical facts. This case came in 
this way in 1870 before the Board. The late Mr. 
John Martin was at that time one of the Members of 
Parliament for Meath, and his attention was called 
to the fact that the funds of the charity were accumu- 
lating in the Court of Chancery — first to £4,000, 
then £5,000, and then £6,000. At the time he 
asked a question from the Chief Secretary in Parlia- 
ment the funds had accumulated to 6,000 for the 
reason that no sufficient number of subjects came 
forward to exhaust the fund. The Chief Secretary 
brought the matter before the Irish Government, and 
a case was submitted on behalf of the Irish Govern- 
ment to the present Chief Baron Palles, then Attorney- 
General, and the late Lord Chancellor Law, who was 
Solicitor-General, to have their opinion as to whother 
the charity was exclusively a Protestant charity. 
They gave a very elaborate opinion, which is on our 
minutes, stating that the conditions of the matter were 
subsidiary to the general intentions of the testator, 
and that these did not necessarily require that they 
should be Protestant marriages. The Solicitor for 
the Board was then directed to bring the matter to 
the Court of Chancery, seeking for a new scheme, or 
to have the existing one amended, and if we found 
that the old scheme, extending it to adjoining counties, 
did not exhaust the fund, other means should be 
taken. The Irish. Government sent the papers to 
Mr. William Neilson Hancock, and he went into the 
whole history of the case: He made a very elaborate 
report to the Government, giving his opinion that it 
was not an exclusive Protestant charity. 

628. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — 1b that report available? — 
I think it is. 

629. Professor Dougherty. — Was it ever printed? 
— I don’t think it was. It ended in a case being sub- 
mitted to the Attorney aud Solicitor-General, and 
the result of their joint opinion was that a suit was 
brought by the Board of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests, for the purpose of obtaining a scheme under 
Lord Chancellor Ball Lord Chancellor Ball held also 
that it was not a Protestant Charity exclusively. 

630. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — When you say 
“ not a Protestant charity," you mean that he held it 
was not necessary that the persons receiving the money 
should be Protestants? — Yes. The original scheme, 
as 1 stated, was so prepared that the Board of Char- 
itable Donations and Bequests were to administer the 
charity ; but when it went before Lord Chief Justice 
May, when Attorney General, he gave the opinion 


that, under the Act of Parliament, it was not com- 
petent for the Court of Chancery to devolve it upon 
us. It therefore remained with the Court of Chancery, 
and n Receiver was appointed to administer the fund. 
The minutes of the. Board would explain how it is 
that three sets of Solicitors have to attend every year. 
The Solicitor must attend for the Board of Charitable 
Donations aud Bequests, as we have carriage of the 
proceedings. He lms the directions of the Board to 
investigate every claim. The Solicitor lor the Receiver 
also attends, and Mr. John O’llagan attends as 
Solicitor for the Trustees, who are the Members of 
Parliament for Meath itnd Longford, and the High 
Sheriffs, who are lioimd to be represented every year. 

531. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Do the Trustees 
ever take any part, in the management of the charity? 
— Never. It was bi ought before Mr. Martin as ex- 
officio Trustee as the Member for Meath, and he had 
never heard of the charitable trust. 

532. May wo take it that the governing body, 
created by the Act of Parliament, has at present no 
function to perform, and performs none except that of 
employing one of three sets of solicitors ? — None ex- 
cept that. 

533. So far .as you know, is there anything except 
the difficulty arising from the existence of the Act of 
Parliament to prevent this charity from being admin- 
istered through your board directly, as so many others 
are ? — I am not sure that the Board would do it, for 
there is the collection of rents of landed property con- 
nected with it which the Board never undertakes, as 
it has no machinery for it. In fact, a clause was 
introduced into a Bill which has since become on Act 
of Parliament for the purpose of giving the Board power 
to accept property of the kind, and the Board unani- 
mously rejected the clause and would not allow it to 
be put in. 

534. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — In whose name does 
the stock stand? — It is in the Accountant-General’s 
name, to the credit of the cause. 

535. Dr. Traill. — When it goes into Chancery does 
not that take it out of the hands of the trustees ? — It 
was thought necessary that the trustees should be re- 
presented. 

536. Why are they represented if the Court of 
Chancery is to have a Receiver? — They wei’e ap- 
pointed by an Act of Parliament. 

537. Loi-d Justice FitzUibbon. — If you wanted to 
bring an action for rent against a tenant, or to evict 
him, you would have to make the trustees plaintifis ? 
— No doubt ; only for the Act of Parliament incor- 
porating the trustees T think the Court of Chancery 
would pay out the fund to us. 
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538. Ib there an annual report from the Solicitor to 
the Board upon, this charity 1 — More or less there is 
an annual report He states the number of cases. 
Our minutes contain a historical record from the time 
the first question was asked by Mr. Martin in the 
House of Commons, which was the foundation of the 
proceedings. I can readily get the minutes. They 
are very voluminous, hut very valuable. 

539. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Is there any diffi- 
culty in our authorizing your Board to apply to the 
Court of Chancery tor a transfer of the stock", and so 
to got l-id of the Chancery costs 1 — None, if you had 
the power. 

540. Dr. Traill. — W 0 have ; that is what we are 
here for. That would bo a mere trifle to uh. 

541. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — A re there not a great 
number of coses under the control of the Board 
managed without overloading costal — Yes, there are 


little or no costs in some cases. Oar solicitor is not 
paid as many hundreds as the old solicitor was paid 
thousands. Every case formerly was referred to their 
offices. Now, in consequence of the secretaries being 
banisters, the solicitor to the Board does not on an 
average clear £300 a year. 

542. Can you express any opinion as to the utilityof 
the charity 1 — When the communication from this Board 
was received our Board ordered us to give it eveiy 
possible aid and facility, but they did not think they 
should express any opinion as to the utility or inutility 
of the charity, or the expenditure for it— that it was 
for the Commissioners to do that. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbox. — We will not ask for 
the minutes as you say they are so voluminous. We 
will ask you to kindly allow our secretary to inspect 
them. 


Mr. James 

543. As representing the Longford people, I think 
it would bo advisable if the Commissioners could hold 
a meeting in Longford to hear the views of the people 
there. 

544. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — If we went to 
Longford would tho people bo ready to give us any 
information ? 

Mr. Bond. — I think the clergymen would be anxious 
to give you information if they knew yon were coming. 

I can only speak about my own labourers who have 
derived great advantage from this charity. 

545. ltov. Dr. Molloy. — Do you think the scheme 
works satisfactorily as regards Longford 1 

Mr. Bond. — It docs, very satisfactorily. 

546. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Supposing the Com- 
missioners were to go to Longford would you attend 
there to give information ? 

Mr. Bond. — Certainly we would. 

547. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — And more material in- 
formation than you have now 1 

Mr. Bond. — Yes, from my previous kuowledge. 

Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Some of the representatives 
from Longford will probably be at Navan to-morrow, 
and we can take their evidence. 

Mr. Bond . — I was present when the Meath Diocesan 
Council sent forward their views to the Diocese of 
Ardagh. They do not agree with the Diocese of Meath. 

548. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We have got a 
letter from the Protestant Bishop of Kilmore (Dr. 
Shone), dated 8th April, as follows : — 

“ r»KAK Sia, — I regret it will be quite out of my 
power to attend the meeting to be held at Navan on 
the 11th instant, to consider some changes with regard 
to the Charlton Charity. I beg to say that I most 
strongly object to the proposal to apply a portion of 
the funds to educational purposes. There has been 


W. Bond. 

already a departure from the original intention of Mr. 
Charlton, and what is now suggested would be a 
further deviation in another direction. I may state 
that at the last meeting of the Diocesan Council of 
Ardagh this matter was considered, and the unanimous 
opiniou of the Council was against what is now pro- 
posed. I find that the net rental of the Charlton 
Charity in the County Longford is £483 13s 3d., while 
the rental in the County Meath is only .£331 2s. 3d. 
It appears to me that the objection coming from me. 
as bishop, and from the Council of my Diocese of 
Ardagh, should have great weight in the consideration 
of this question. 1 shall feel obliged by your bringing 
this communication before the meeting at Navan.” 

549. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — Are you a member of 
the Council of Ardagh, Mr. Bond ? 

Mr. Bond. — Yes. 

550. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — And in that cliai'acter 
you resisted this suggestion? 

Mr. Bond. — The first time I heard of this scheme 
was when I went to the Council. The bishop com- 
municated it. 

551. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — It is plain that 
there is a difference of opinion between the people of 
Meath and Longford, and I think we could not fairly 
go to Meath only — wo must go to Longford to hear 
the local evidence, and we will appoint a day, as soou 
as we can, and give public notice. 

Mr. Bond. — The charity has been very useful to 
some of my labourers. The labourers have no person 
to represent them. 

552. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Have they not their 
representatives in Parliament l 

Mr. Bond. — Some of my labourers got this money 
which gave them a start in life. Others were enabled 
to buy a cow, so that it is an encouragement to the 
people. 


THE ROGER PALMER CHARITY. 


William German, 

553. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Mr. Gemon, I be- 
lieve the Palmer Charity is under the management of 
your Board ; you can toll, then, the foots in regard to it 1 

Mr. Gemon (reads portion of Testator’s will). A 
complaint was first made to the Board in November, 
1857, by the Rev. Mr. Duff, then Catholic Curate of 
Rush, complaining that the fund had been for some 
time withheld. I laid before the Board a copy of Sir 
Roger Palmer’s will and codicil, by the latter of which 
£2,500, to bear interest at six per cent, per annum, 
was left for the purpose of providing out of the interest 
each year marriage portions for ten poor women, never 
married, between the ages of twenty and thirty-two 
years, at the rate of £10 each at the least. The 
solicitor for Sir R. Palmer was ordered to account for 
the application of the bequest for ten years. On the 
28th January, 1858, there was a statement from the 


Esq. examined 

solicitor that the bequest had not been applied to the 
objects directed, but that it had been applied for other 
charitable purposes. The solicitor was ordered par- 
ticularly to account for the application during the years 
1856 and 1857, and to furnish the names and residences 
of recipients, and amount paid to each. By minutes of 
February 11 and February 25, 1858,— it appearing 
that the charitable fund had been applied to pay off a 
mortgage — it was ordered, that the fund should be 
without delay transferred to the Board. On April 26, 
1858, there was a transfer to the Commissioners of 
£3,025 18s. 10e£. I believe it has since increased. The 
oxactfigures will be given. On October 28, 1858, there 
were letters from Messrs. Bastable and Duff stating 
opinions that the testator's original intentions could 
not be carried into effect — Ordered, that there ought 
to be a scheme varying the objects of the charity, pro- 

G 2 
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.Wprii ii, 1880 . ceedings to be taken by trustees. A draft scheme of 
William” the trustees was submitted to the Board on J une 2, 
Geruou, Esq., 1859, and was condemned ; another scheme was brought 
forward on November 24, 1859, and was also con- 
demned, but a scheme was finally settled in the year 
1860. 

554. Is that the scheme under which the charity is 
now administered 1 — Yes. It was drafted by the late 
Baron Hughes, who was a member of the Board, and 
it was approved of. 

555. Has that scheme been working ever since ? — 
Yes. 

556. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — T he parties are not to 
be married in the first instance before making applica- 
tion ? — The priest of the parish gives out in the month 
of March the “ May money ” that is to lie given as 
marriage portions. I send out a form prepared under 
the sanction of the Board. (Form produced). 

557. There seem to he only five recipients of the 
charity every year 1 — It lias been limited to five for 
some years past. In that way more money is 
given to each of the parties. The application has to 
be signed by the Protestant and Roman Catholic 
clergyman. 

558. You have only £100 a year to distribute l — 
We have never had so much. Since Mr. Goselicn’s 
Act it is only about £85. 

559. There do not appear to be much costs in the 
working of this scheme 1 — Nothing appreciable. The 
fund altogether is only £3,221 7a. 7 d. 

560. Have you always applicants for the money ? — 
In one year there were only four applicants, and the 
Protestant clergyman fell back on an alternative 
scheme, and had the money applied to have a nurse 
trained in one of the hospitals in Dublin. That is the 
only year that I recollect any diversion of the fund 
from marriage portions. 

561. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Y ou say there are five 
marriage portions given every year 1— Yes, for the last 
twenty years or so. 

662. Is that £50 a year I — Oil, it is more ; it should 
be close on £20 for each marriage portion. We divide 
the fund equally amongst the five persons entitled. 
Each girl appears before me to receive her portion. 

563. Mr. Justice O’Brien — T he girl is not married 
when she comes before you? — Yes, they have to pro- 
duce the certificate of marriage before being paid. 

564. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T his is a fund 
restricted to a particular estate, the money is paid in 
fixed sums large enough to be substantially useful, 
and the girls on getting married, can rely on receiving 
it. The young men know that they are to get a fortune 1 
— Yes. 

565. How do you pick out the five who are to 
get the money if there are more than five applicants ? 
— Since 1868 there was a kind of agreement with the 
Board. Mr. O’Carroll came into the parish of 
Rush in 1868. The two clergymen previous to him 
did not work the charity to the satisfaction of the 
Board. Sometimes they would nominate eight, nine, 
or ten, and after being nominated the parties would 
occasionally withdraw, and the intended wife would 
not have the intended husband. 

566. How do you now pick out the five who are to 
receive the money i 

Rev, Mr. O’Carroll, p.p., Rush. — I make a choice 
of the most deserving. 

567. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — A re there no 
Protestants there 1 

Rev. Mr. O’Carroll. — No. 

Mr. Gernon . — The Protestant clergyman has the 
first right of nomination, but he has not found a 
Protestant girl to lay claim to the fund. The only 
time he did claim was for the alternative scheme. 

568. Professor Dougherty. — The recipients, 

according to the scheme, were to be Protestants in the 
first instance ? — The Attorney-General and Solicitor- 
General gave a joint opinion on the question — that the 
Protestant clergyman could, if he desired to assert his 
right, nominate Roman Catholics. 


569. The scheme provides for alternative nomina- 
tions by the two clergymen 1 — It does. 

570. Dr. Traill. — I thought that each of them was 
to nominate alternately a woman to receive £20 for 
her advancement in life 1 — No ; the management was 
given to the Commissioners of Charitable Donations 
and Bequests, the money to be applied every month of 
May — £10 each to ten women, and in case there were 
not so many as ten fulfilling the conditions required, the 
application was to ho by way of increased portions 
not exceeding £20 each ; anil in case there should bo 
after that auy surplus, it was ordered that it should 
be applied to educational purposes, the residents of the 
town of Rush to be preferred — 

“ Such female to be nominated alternately by the clergy- 
man of the Established Church for the time being, having 
care of souls in or nearest to the town of Hush, and the 
priest of the Parish of Rush for the time being, and the 
mode of the application of the said sum of £90 (whether for 
the education or advancement in life of such female), to be 
in the discretion of the person so proposing such female." 

571. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — U nder the scheme 
your Commissioners would have the choice if there 
were more candidates than portions 1 — Yus ; but it has 
not occurred that they should make the choice. 

572. Dili the clergymen always concur 1 — They did. 
They liavo always done so. 

573. Professor Dougherty. — To whom do you send 
the forms 1 — We send them to the Parish Priest, and 
that the Protestant clergyman may bo brought in 
privity with the charity, I always get the nominations 
signed by both. 

574. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T his alternative 
nomination for the £20 was only made in. one year l— 
Yes. 

575. Mr. J. J. Clancy , b.l. (instructed by Mr. 
Christopher Friary, Solicitor). — L uppour for some 
householders of the town of Rush — beads of families 
who represent by far the greater number of the in- 
habitants of the town, and they oppose any diversion 
of the money to other than the uses for which it is 
intended. I would like to ask Air. Gernon a question 
or two on the subject. 

576. (To Mr. Gernon). — When wove you appointed 
Secretary 1 — In 1856. 

577. Can you tell anything about the application of 
the fund up to that time 1 — It was considered that it 
had been misapplied. 

578. We want to know whether it was misapplied 
from 1800 down to the time the fund was transferred 
to your Board 1 — The Board did not investigate so 
far back as that. 

579. You spoke of the solicitor being ordered to 
bring in an account. Was it brought in 1 — It was, 
and the unsatisfactory nature of it induced the Board 
to bring the matter into the Court of Chancery. 

580. Could you supply the Commissioners with a 
copy of the report 1 — I think I could. The solicitor 
was ordered to bring in a special account for 1856-57. 

581. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — H ow do you think it 
necessary, Mr. Clancy, for the Commissioners to con- 
sider that. Can you make parties liable now for 
things that occurred forty years ago. 

Mr. Clancy . — It is for the satisfaction of the Rush 
people. 

582. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T he Commissioners 
of Charitable Donations and Bequests had the duty of 
realizing and securing the fund. In 1857, rightly or 
wrongly, but presumably doing the best they could, 
they took this £3,025 18s. lOd., and that is the sum 
which now constitutes the capital fund. 

583. Mr. Clwncy. — I want to know liow the money 
has been invested since the Board got the control of it. 

Mr. Gernon . — In the only way the Board does invest 
— iu Government securities. 

584. How much was the annual interest before the 
recent change in the rate 1 — £96 was the interest up 
till lately ; it is now only £85 16s. 5 d. a year. 

585. Mr. Clancy. — Do you recollect any occasion 
where the clergymen differed as to the distribu tion of the 
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fund t — In the beginning there was a little difference. 
There was never any restriction on them, but now- 
cases of difference do not practically exist. 

586. You say there was one year in which a sur- 
plus arose ? — There was one year that only four girls 
could be picked out as qualified, and the Protestant 
clergyman got the surplus, which was applied to pay 
for the training of a nurse. 

587. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — W hy was the number fixed 
at five for each year ? 

Rev. Mr. O' Carroll . — In order that each girl would 
have more money the fund was divided into five equal 
portions. 

588. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — They were limited 


by the scheme not to give more than £20 to each one 
claiming ? — Each one receives one-fifth part of the in- 
come, and they reduce the number to fivo to go as 
near the maximum as they can. 

Mr. Gemon . — In one year £74 was given to four 
girls, and the Protestant clergyman got £15, which 
was applied in payment to the training of a nurse. 

Rev. Mr. O’CarroU . — I think the four got £20 
each, and the balance went to the nurse. 

589. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — The next distribution of 
a sum for that purpose would be by the Catholic 
clergyman ? 

Mr. Gernon. — Yes, if it should ever arise. 


Rev. Francis O' Carroll sworn and examined. 


590. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You are the 
pariah priest of Rush? — Yes, since 1867. 

591. During that time you have taken part in the 
distribution of the Roger Palmer charity money ? — 
Yes ; I commenced it in May, 1868. 

592. Tell us shortly what arrangements you and 
tho Protestant clergyman make about the money, and 
how you think the thing works ? — The young women 
always come to me to have their names put down for 
the “ May money.” That is what it is called. 

593. There are no Protestants, it seems, in the 
parish at all — no eligible girls ? — No Protestants ever 
applied. 

Mr. Gemon. — The persons to receive the money 
must be of the poorest class. 

594. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (to Rev. Mr. O'Car- 
roll). — What number apply to you, as a rule, each 
year ? — About six or seven. 

595. Is that tho full number of the inhabitants 
getting married each year ? — Yes. 

596. Mr. J ustice O’ Brien. — Do they arrange among 
themselves as to who are to go in for the May money? 
I don’t think they do. 

597. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Does everybody 
gettiug married on the estate go in for the money %— 
Certainly not. 

598. Do yon know the limits of the estate? — I 
cannot say. The fund is limited to the inhabitants on 
the estate, or to women born in the town of Rush, 
“ or within two miles of it upon my estate.” 

599. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Does the Palmer 
estate extend over more than two miles ? — It goes as 
far as Balrothery, which is four miles from Rush. 

600. At what time do the parties make application 
to you for the May money ? — Some time in J anuary. 

601. Before Lent, I suppose? — Yes, always. 

602. Is there any understanding as to when the 
marriage is to take place ? — It must be in May. 

603. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — According to your 
experience, how does the fund work ? — I never in- 
quired exactly about it. When the money is given 
in charity to people we never inquire how they make 
use of it. 

604. Have you known of any actual evils, moral 
or social, arising from giving the money? — Not to my 
knowledge. There might be from not getting it. 

605. Professor Dougherty. — Do you think any 
great practical advantage arises from giving it 1 — Not 
in Rush, for the sum is small. 

606. How much is the amount given to each ! — 
About £19. 

Mr. Gemon. — It will be less now. 

607. Professor Dougherty. — Would you be in 
favour of d i m inis hing the number of people receiving 
the charity, and giving increased portions? — No, I 
would not. I am not instructed on that rnattei-. 

608. What would your own opinion be as to in- 
creasing the amount i — I think it might be better to 
increase the amount. 


609. And to diminish the number of recipients ? — 
Yes. 

610. What would be the right amount, in your 
opinion, for a gift of this kind ?— I would say £25. 

611. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Is not £20 a good 
fortune to a poor girl? — I would say the number 
should be reduced to four each year. 

612. Professor Dougherty. — Do you happen to 
know how the money is applied by the parties who 
get it ? — The money is given to them in charity. 

61 3. Do they buy furniture with it? — Icoidd not say. 

C14. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — D oes any of it go to 

tho publichouse ? — I could not say. 

615. They are your parishioners, and you might be 
able to know ? — I could not telL 

616. Dr. Traill. — T he girls you recommend for 
the bounty are girls of good character? — I am lie 
party to see to that, and I see always that they are 
worthy of«the charity. 

617. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — It is very important 
for us to obtain some opinion from you upon the 
operation of this charity as regards its advantages to 
society? — I suppose it is of some assistance to the 
people, but it cannot he of great assistance, as the sum 
is small. 

618. It may be of assistance, but it might produce 
certain evils? — It does not produce evils. 

6 1 9. Dr. Traill. — D o you inquire into the class 
of the intending husbands as well ? — Of course. 

620. Would it not be better to advance the girls in 
life, and get them a training such as the Protestant 
clergyman did in one case ? — I would not get them to 
do that. 

621. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — Are the parents of the 
girls agricultural labourers or fishermen ? — They are 
fishermen generally of the poorest class. 

622. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — When you have 
seven or eight applications, do you select the poorest 1 
— I select the most deserving to the best of my know- 
ledge. 

623. It may be a delicate question to ask, but did 
you ever get into trouble with disappointed candi- 
dates ? — It never gave me any concern. 

624. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Has it ever occurred 
that you rejected them all ? — Not them all. 

625. You have rejected several? — I preferred several 
to others. 

626. But you keep the list full, and there are five 
applicants always ready 1 — Yes. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T here is a certificate 
that the priest and rector have to sign. 

627. Mr. Gemon. — I don’t pay the money until all 
the conditions are fulfilled. 

628. Mr. Justice O’Brien (to Rev. Mr. O Carroll). 

I observe you don’t give any direct opinion on the 

matter. Would you be prepared to answer another 
question — could the fund be better applied in any 
other way for the advancement of the people ? — I 
would not say that. I think the money should be 
given to them as it is applied at present. 
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Rev. Francis 
O'Carroll. 


629. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Y ou don't, see any suffi- 
cient reason for making any change in the present 
system? — Certainly not. 

Mr. Gernon. — There have been about 162 marriages 
since the Board got charge of the fund. 

630. Mr. Jnstico O’Brien. — Have you any returns 
of the killed and wounded ? — No. 

631. Mr. Clancy. — So far as yon are aware, all the 
conditions of the will were observed? — Fes. 

632. Have you ever learned that you were imposed 
upon 1 — No. 

633. You know of no instance of that? — Not to 
my knowledge. 

634. You also said that in your opinion the distri- 
bution of the fund did not laid to any practical evil ? 
No ; I did not say that 

635. Do you know that it did lead to practical 
good ? — 1 will not say that. 


636. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — You said the money did 
not do much good 1 — Yes ; for the sum is small. 

637. Mr. Clancy. — Are you aware of several in- 
stances in which men, by reason of their wives getting 
those marriage portions, have been enabled to set up in 
business ? — No ; I don’t see how they could set up in 
business on £19. 

633. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — You merely say it 
stops the mouths of the hungry ? — It might enable 
persons to go to America. It might pay their pas- 
sage. 

039. Would it bo an advantage that they should 
leave the country ? — I could spare forty or fifty young 
women if they would go away. 

640. Dr. TnA.au — Do you know, as a matter of 
fact, any persons who, on going away to America, sot 
tho money ? — I think on one or two occasions parties 
who got tho money went away. 


Rev. Danby Jcff'arcs, m . a ., sworn and examined. 


Rev. Danby 
Jefferes m.a, 


641. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — H ow long have 
you been Rector of Lusk? — Since 1884. 

642. Do you take any part in the administration 
of this fund ? — Only a formal one. I see the docu- 
ments every year, and I have every confidence in 
Father 0’Carroll. 

643. "Sou take the certificates ou tho faitli of 
Father O’Carroll? — Yes. I live some distance from 
Lusk, and the people looking for the money lielong to 
his flock. 

644. Have you had any cases of gilds of your own. 

Church who were eligible to receive money from the 
fond ? — If they were eligible they never took advan- 
tage of it. * 

Rev. Mr. O' Carroll . — If they applied to mo I would 
give a certificate. 

Rev. Mr. Jeffarcs . — As a matter of fact, they have 
never applied to me. 

645. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — They areof a betterclass, 
or a higher class than those for whom the charity 
was intended ? — Yes ; they are of a higher class. 

646. How much is the Protestant population ? — 
150. 

647. Is that on the estate ? — There are only eighty 
on the estate. 

648. Are they mostly small farmers? — They ore 
coastguardsmen, and retainers of Sir Roger Palmer, 
and one or two shopkeepers. 

649. But not fishermen ? — Not fishermeu. 

650. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — A re any of the 
poorest class Protestants? — No. 

651. Have you any suggestions to make, as to the 
working of the charity ? — I know hardly anything 
about it. I have confidence in the Rev. Mr. O ’Carroll. 
I hear no objection to the way it is worked. I have 
no objection myself. Other people say it would be 
better to apply the money to other purposes. 

652. Professor Dougherty. — What purposes ? — No 
purpose was suggested to me. I never thought of the 
matter. 

653. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Do I understand 
that the poorest class in the district would only include 
Roman Catholics ? — Yes. 

654. Then your parishioners are out of it as objects 
of the charity ? — Yes. 

655. If there was a Protestant girl eligible would 
her application be received ? — Yes. 

Rev. Mr. O'CarroU . — Most decidedly. 

656. If there was a difference of opinion you should 
all understand that the decision would rest with the 
Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests. 

Mr. Gernon . — There has been no surplus for the 
last thirty years. 

657. Mr. Clancy . — I think you said there were 
eighty Protestants on the Palmer estate, and the 


chief Protestants in the town are tho coastguards ? — 
Yes, and retainers of Sir Roger Palmer. 

658. A good many of them are not horn on the 
ostuto? — No. 

659. And they don’t remain very long there? — 
Some of them do, and some do not. 

660. The coastguards are removed occasionally! — 
Yes. 

661. They are changed at certain periods? — Yes. 

662. And tho servants of Sir Roger Palmer are not 
always the same ? — Some of them remain a long time. 

663. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — lie has a residence 
there ? — Y es, he has. 

604. Mr. Clancy . — Have there been any servants 
brought there recently ? — A good many within the last 
two years. 

665. Are yon able to say liow many wore in the 
establishment before that time, and how many now ? 
—No. 

6C6. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There are in the 
parish of Rush and Lusk a population of 4,355 per- 
sons, and of those 4,176 are Roman Catholics. Of the 
total Protestant population 14S are Church people, 
and 20 Presbyterians, by the last census. 

667. Mr. Clancy (to Rev. Mr. Jeffarcs ). — You live 
four miles from Rush? — Yes. 

668. And you don’t know much about the distri- 
bution of this fund ? — I am in tho town of Rush every 
week, for we have a school there. 

669. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — There is no general feel- 
ing in the locality that the money could be better 
expeuded in any other way ? — No. 

670. Does it do us much good in the manner in 
which it is expeuded now as if it were expended in 
education, to benefit all those in the neighbourhood? 
— If you ask my own opinion I would say it would 
do more good if it was applied for educational pur- 
poses. 

671. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I s that your opi- 
nion as regards portion funds in general ? — Yes. 

672. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Are there any industries 
carried on about Rush ? — No, except farming. 

673. Would it be of any use to establish technical 
instruction for the benefit of young people there ? — 
Father 0’Carroll lives in the neighbourhood and could 
answer that question. 

674. Mr. Clancy . — I appear for some householders 
who have gone to the trouble of signing a declaration, 
stating that they are residents in Rush, and that they 
object to any division of the money from its original 
purpose. 

676. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — A re they satisfied 
with the present mode of administering the fund ? 

Mr. Clancy . — I believe they are satisfied with the- 
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present mode of the distribution of the fund, and they 
object to its division to any other purjiose. They also 
say that this should not be converted into an educa- 
tional endowment. 

676. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The persons en- 
titled to the benefit of the fund are of the poorest class, 
and tho only question is in the charge of circumstances 


since the making of the will there is any reason why April n, mao. 
the money should be applied in any other way than it „ r~ 
is now. r”’ JJanb y 

JeOarea, M.A. 

Mr. Clancy . — I propose to show that it is well 
applied. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. —You can moke a selec- 
tion of your witnesses. 


Thomas Andrews sworn and examined. 


677. Mr .Clancy . — You area resident of Rush! — Yes. 

678. When did you get married 1 — Twenty-two 
years ago next May. 

679. You benefited by this fund? — I did. I got 
£1S 13s. 6<f. 

6S0. ‘What calling do you follow? — A butcher. 

681. What were yon when you got married? — I 
was a sailor. I went to sea for some time after I got 
married. 

682. Did you sot up any business then ? — I did. 

683. Mr. J ustice O’Brien. — What did you do with 
the .£18? — I partly built a house with it, and bought 
some furniture. 

684. Mr. Clancy . — Did you sot up a butcher’s 
shop? — Yes. 

68/5. Were you enabled to do so by means of the 
marriage portion ? — It helped to do it. 

68G. Professor Dougherty. — Was it after getting 
the money you started the butcher’s shop ? — Yes. 

G87. Mr. Clancy . — Arc yon still a butcher ? — Yes. 

G88. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Is your wife living? — 
She is. 

G89. Mr. Clancy . — Have you been doing well? — 
Pretty well. I make a living. 

690. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Are you satisfied with 
the present mode of distributing the fund ?— I am. 

691. Have you a family? — I have. 

692. Professor Dougherty. — What is the size of 
the family?— The eldest is going on twenty years of age. 

693. None of your children have applied for any of 
the portions yet ? — None. 

694. Are they not likely to ? — I don't know. 

695. Do you think this fund would bo of advantage 
to the poor people of Rush if given to secure a better 
training for tho young in the fishing industry ? — I don’t 
think it could be applied in a better way than it is now, 
for it is a power of benefit to the people. 

696. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Is your eldest son 
doing anything ? — He is assisting me. 

697. There are schools already in the town? — Yes. 

698. National schools ?— Yes. 

699. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — I suppose your views on 
the subject are those of a good number of the 
inhabitants of Rush ? — They are. 


700. Mr. Clancy . — You can tell about the people Thomu 
who sent in the declaration to the effect that they Andrew, 
don’t want auy change in the application of the fund. 

Are you aware that 200 have signed that ? — Yes. 

701. Mr. J ustice O’Brien. — How did so many take 
such an interest in it? — Any one I know would be in. 
favour of keeping the fund as it is. 

702. Mr. Clancy. — I am instructed three Pro- 
testants have signed the memorial ? — Yes. 

703. Mr. Clancy . — It is right to say that some of 
the signatures are in the handwriting of the same 
pei-son, but the persons who signed are able to make 
a declaration that they were asked by the others to 
sign for them. 

704. Dr. Traill. — Did they sign for marksmen? 

Mr. Clancy. — Yes, and for others besides. 

705. Rev. Dr. Molloy (to Witness). — Have you 
got 200 signatures l — 119. 

706. Are they all Parliamentary voters? 

Mr. Clancy . — Every man who has a house has a 
vote now. 

707. Professor Dougherty. — Are all these separate 
householders ? 

Mr. Clancy . — They are heads of families. 

708. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — A great many of the 
names are in the same handwriting ? 

Mr. Clancy . — So I have said, but that only 
occurred in the case of one of the canvassers. 

709. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The memorial is 
of a negative kind. It is an objection to the appli- 
cation of the fund to any other puqiose than that for 
■which it was originally intended. 

710. Mr. Clumsy (to Witness ). — Does that decla- 
ration represent the unanimous feeling of the people 
of Rush ? — Yes. 

711. So far as you know yourself the distribution 
of this money has led to good results ? —Yes, so far as 
I know myself. 

712. Do you know of any cases in which it ha3 
not led to good results ’ — None. 

713. Professor Dougherty. — Has it within your 
experience been confined exclusively to the poorest 
class of the population? — Generally so. They are all 
a poor class of people. 


Edward Firies sworn and examined. 


714. Mr. Clancy. — You were one of the residents of 
Rush who gotamurriage portion out of this fund ? — Yes. 

715. How much ? — I think it was £18. 

716. What is your trade? — A harness maker. 

717. Mr. Justice O’Brien.— How long ago is it 
since you got the money ? — Twenty years. 

718. Have you a family ? — Yes. 

719. Mr. Clancy. — Had you any house of your 
own previous to the receipt of the money? — No. 

720. You were enabled then to get a home, and to 
do business since? — Yes. 

721. An d are you doing well since? — Yes. 


722. You are of the same opinion as Mr. Andrews Edward Tiriea. 
as to the application of ike fund? — Yes. 

723. What were you at the time you got the 
mone y y — A harness maker. 

724. Mr. Justice O’Brien.—' Were you an ap- 
prentice at the time ? — No, I wus out of my time. 

725. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — You were very young 
when you were married 1 — Not very. 

726. Dr. Traill. — Did this fund encourage you to 
marry? — I cannot say that. It started me in. 
business, and I have been doing well ever since. I 
had good luck with it. 


Augustine Kerrigan sworn and examined. 

727. Mr. Clancy . — You are another of the resi- 729. You were a labourer, I suppose ?— Yes. 

dents of Rush who got the marriage portion t-Yes. 730. After yon got married dtd yon take land, and 

728. What were you before that?— I waa culti- become a tenant?— -I did. 

vating land. 731. ' Are you still a tenant on tins land ?— Yes. 


Auguatiue 

Kerrigau. 
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732. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — H ave you hud u 
judicial rent fixed 1- -I pay the rent. 

733. Dr. Traill. — You arc a farmer no w? — Yes. 

734. How many acres do you hold? — They are not 
much. 

735. Have you any other occupation besides farm- 
ing the land 1— I have not. 

736. Have you four acres 1 — I have not. 

737. Mr. Clancy . — Did you purchase stock to put 
on the land 1 — I did. 


738. You started out of the money you got from 
the fuud 1 — Yes. 

739. And you have kept yourself above water ever 
since? — Yes. I got a cow out of the money I received. 

740. You are of opinion I believe that the fund 

could not bo better applied than it is at present? 

I am. 

741. Professor Dougherty. — How long ago is it 
since you were married ? — Ten years last May. 


Jjril 11 , 1890. 

Augustus 

Xerrig&n. 


Christopher Af'Cann sworn and examined. 


Christopher 

M'Csnn. 


742. Mr. Clancy . — When were you married i — In 
May, 1869. 

743. You received the marriage portion? — Yes. 

744. How were you able to benefit yourself when 
you received the portion? — When I received the 
money I purchased a little place. 

745. What were you first ? — A sailor. 

746. And when you received the money you got a 
home for yourself and wife ? — Yes, by the means of 
this money and my own industry. 

747. Are you tire owner of the site on which the 
house is built ? — Yes, now. I purchased the site with 
the May money, aud built the houso. 


748. How much money had you when you got the 
May money ? — Nothing at all. 

-749. "What are you now ? — I am a master mariner. 

750. Lord Justice FrrzGluiiox. — Arc you master 
of a trawler? — No, a brig. 

751. Mr. Clancy. — What sort of a house have 
you ? — It is a two-storey house. 

752. Rev. Dr. Molloy (to Witness). — Are you an 
Irishman ? — Yes. 

753. But you have travelled a good deal over the 
world in your brig ? — I have liccn in nearly all parts 
of the world. 


Robert 

Leonard. 


Robert Leonard sworn and examined. 


754. Mr. Clancy. — When did you get married ? — 
Three years ago next May. 

755. You were one of the recipients of the marriage 
portion ? — Yes. 

756. What did you do with it ! — It paid my passage 
to America. 

-.757. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Did you take your 
wife with you ? — Yes, and I came back when I made 
some money. 

758. Mr. Clancy. — What have you being doiug 
since ? — Farming. I got a small farm with the money 
I earned. 

759. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Did you make so much 
money in three years ? — Yes. 

760. What was your occupation in America? — 
Labouring pretty hard. 

761. Mr. Clancy. — Did your wife keep a boarding 
house ? — Yes, she had two or three boarders. 

762. Are you living now at Rush i — Yes, I am. 

763. And you are content to stay there ? — Yes. 

764. Professor Dougherty. — W as it in New York 
you were ? — In Boston. 

765. How many acres of land have you ? — I graze 
about three or four acres. I got it from my father- 
in-law by giving a little money for it. 

766. Mr. Clancy. — Your father-in-law got into diffi- 
culties owing to arrears of rent ? — Yes. 

7 67. And you paid the owners ? — Yes, I had made 
money myself. 

768. Dr. Traill. — Wouldn’t you have been better 
in America than with four acres at home? — No, I 
would rather be at home. 

769. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — A s I understand, 
your wife was the daughter of the old man who hail 
the farm ? — Yes. 

770. He had got into difficulties and you took the 
farm off his hands? — Yes. 

771. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— -T he evidence in 
this case shows that substantially everything we could 
do for this fund has been already done through the 
Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests. 


The money is vested in the Commissioners and admin- 
istered without any expense, ami the whole interest 
is directly applied to the purpose for which the 
testator originally gave it. There may be differences 
of opinion whether it is wise to give money to be 
applied in this particular way, but it is only where 
the intention of the testator hns been frustrated that 
we should venture to divert a fund given for a par- 
ticular purpose. In this case all the evidence goes 
to show that what the testator intended is carried 
out. The poorer class of people receive substantial 
sums of money in a way that they can rely on. They 
arc people living in the same neighbourhood, and 
all goes on without cost or waste. I wish every 
other sum of money given for marriage portions had 
as good a chance of being well administered os this has 
been. This is a favourably situated fund. It is 
restricted to a small number of people, to a parti- 
cular estate, and to people living in the same neigh- 
bourhood, every one of whom knows the circumstances 
of every body else, and it is not spread over a large 
area or frittered into precarious sums as in the Charlton 
case. The parish priest and the Protestant clergyman 
between them must know who belong to the poorest 
class in tl»e neighbourhood. If any Protestants did 
turn up they would have the same claim as others, 
and presumably would get a fair share through the 
Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests 
if the clergymen disagreed. Seeing that everything 
is done that can be done to carry out the purpose for 
which the money was given, I think we have no right 
to say that though it is well spent according to the 
intentions of the man who gave it, we think it better 
to spend it differently. "We will enter on our minutes. 
— as regards this charity — that the Commissioners 
having heard the evidence, do not consider it neces- 
sary to take any proceedings for the settlement of a 
scheme. The case has been fully and well brought 
before us, and we are glad to see that the fund is 
working well enough to justify us in leaving it 
alone. 
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THE CHETWODE AND STEARNS CHARITY. 

Arnold Graves, Esq. (Secretary of the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests), examined. 


772. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — You attend with 
reference to the Chetwode and Stearne Charity 1 — 
Yes, on behalf of the Commissioners of Charitable 
Donations and Bequests. If there aro any papers 
wanted I will hand them in. 

773. Have you the will? — I have. There are two 
bequests. The first is a bequest of the Rev. John 
Chetwode, Incumbent of Ardbraccan. The sup- 
posed will Vas about the year 1703. I will read 
extracts from the parochial books of the parish of 
Ardbraccan — 

“ The Rev. Mr. Chetwode, Incumbent of Ardbraccan. 
settled in his life time or bequeathed by his la9t will and 
testament the sum of £o 00 to be put out to interest at five 
per cent., to be employed in putting Protestant boys of the 
county of Meath apprentices to Protestant masters at £3 
a-piece for each boy, provided said boys are able to read 
and say their Church catechism ; the Bishop of Meath for 
the time being, Sir Thomas Taylor, the incumbents or 
curates of Ardbraccan, for the time being, are trustees of 
said charity.” 

This charity was added to by a further bequest made 
by the late Right Rev. Dr. John Stearne, Bishop of 
Clogher. The date of his will is May 14, 1741. 
He left an annuity of £30 per year to be put to the 
trusts of Mr. Chctwode’s charity to be an addition 
to that fund. 

774. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — What is the amount 
of the fund at present? — The fund in our hands is at 
present £2,804 Is. 5 d. stock, giving 2| per cent., 
and we have cash in hands — £84 9s. lid. Some of 
that is accumulating for the purpose of being applied 
in the month of June, as the scheme will explain. 
The interest on the fund is £77 2s. id., in addition 
to £30 a year payable by the Primate from Dr. 
Stearne’s bequest. 

775. Dr. Traill. — In what county is the property 
producing the £30 ? — The counties of Armagh and 
Monaghan. It was represented to the Board in 
the year 1875 by the then Bishop of Meath, that 
the charity was not beneficial — that the fees of £3 
each were entirely inadequate. 

776. Is £3 the figure fixed by the will? — No, but 
by a memorandum which has always been acted on. 
It directs that it shall be £3, and the invariable 
practice had been to pay at the rate of £3. The 
Board on the 9th day of June, 1875, published a 
notice that they would apply to the Court of Chancery 
for a scheme to enable the Trustees to increase the 
amount of each apprentice fee, and that a higher 
standard of education should be required to qualify 


boys for receiving the benefits of the Charity. A 
scheme was accordingly framed by the Court by order 
dated February 7th, 1876. The first trustees were 
the Right Rev. Lord Plunket, Bishop of Meath, 
and the Rev. John Brownlow, Rector of Ardbraccan 
and Dean of Clonmaonoise. I put in the scheme and 
beg to draw attention to the operative clauses which 
enable the trustees to give apprenticeship fees not 
exceeding £25 ; and which make provision for exami- 
nations. 

777. Who are the existing trustees? — The Bishop 
of Meath and the Rev. John Bond, Rector of Ard- 
braccan. 

778. Do the trustees act? — They do. They ad- 
minister the fund entirely. We are simply stake- 
holders, and we send the money when required for 
apprenticeship fees. The money has not been anything 
like all spent. The amount handed over to us was 
£2,431 in 1887. Within twelve years, by accumula- 
tions, it has come to be £2,804. 

779. Was that owing to the money being un- 
applied? — Yes. In 1878 we invested £75 j in 1883 
we invested £200; and in 1888 we invested £97, 
accumulations of the dividends and annuity. 

780. How much now remains uninvested? — 
£88 9s. lid., and that would meet the apprenticeship 
fees iu June. In July we shall have another dividend, 
probably another £50. 

781. How do you account for the accumulation? — 
It is owing to the difficulty of finding suitable masters 
for the hoys. Mr. Keane who was here tells me that 
the trustees are not satisfied that the charity is for 
the benefit of the objects of it, and are of opinion that 
it would be better applied for educational purposes. 

782. Is this charity restricted to the Protestant 
youth of the County Meath alone ? — Yes. 

783. And you say it is difficult to find masters ? — 
It is. He says it occasionally happens that they ap- 
prentice the boys to their own parents, who put the 
money in their pockets. 

784. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — As a general rule, is it to 
their parents they are apprenticed ? — I cannot say. 

785. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — You do not know any- 
thing about the practical working of the charity ? — I 
do not I only repeat to you what is said by the 
trustees. 

786. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Are the trustees to bring 
some recommendations before us when we sit in 
Navan ? — Yes. 

Adjourned. 


April 11, 1890 

Mr. Arnold 
Groves. 


PUBLIC SITTING— FRIDAY, APRIL 11, 1890. 

At the Courthouse, Navan. 

Present:— The Right Hon. Lord Justice FitzGtbbon, and Mr. Justice O'Brien, Judicial 
Commissioners ; and the Rev. Gerald Molloy, d.d., d.sc., Anthony Traill, Esq., llj>., m.d., 
f.t.c.d., and Professor Dougherty, m.a., Assistant Commissioners. 

The Assistant Secretary, N. D. Murphy, was in attendance. 


THE CHARLTON BEQUEST FOR MARRIAGE PORTIONS. 

Lord Justice FitzGidbon made an introductory statement. 

may not take any other part except being present 
and listening, the marriage is valid. The terms 
of the will, strictly in accordance with what I am 
saying, mean that the marriage is to be celebrated 
by the minister in the presence of the churchwardens. 
You are bound to observe the intention of the will 
which 6eems to infer that whatever benefit ia given 


787. Most Rev. Dr. Reichel (Lord Bishop of Moath) 
— I wish to state my own views on this matter. In 
the first place I may remark that the terms of the 
will though they don’t mention Protestants, as dis- 
tinguished from other denominations, infer that in 
referring to the presence of the minister and church- 
wardens. According to canon law, though the priest 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



50 


EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


April 11,1890. 


T?er. J B. 
Keene, m.a. 


Printed image 


should be given exclusively to Protestants. The testator 
meant assuredly it should be given that way. He put 
it in such a way that by legal construction and by 
Canon Law mistakes would not be possible. Then with 
regard to the action of the trustees I must say that, I 
was ten yearn Rector of Trim, in the County of Meath, 
and during those years I had numbers of applications 
for the charity, but I was not able to sign a single 
certificate because I found that they were always de- 
fective in some one or other particular. It is a curious 
thing thnt in the repeated revisions of the trust that 
have taken place it was not considered an absurd con- 
dition that the man should be between fifteen and 
thirty, and the woman between fifteen and forty. I 
anther thatthiswaa intended to stimulate early marriages 
among Protestant day labourers. I think tlie thing is 
unnatural. I think early marriages quite antagonistic 
to the conclusions of political economy, and that 
they produce mischievous effects in more than one way. 
If the terms of the will are complied with it will have 
a tendency to pauperise the population, and also a 
tendency to the commission of fraud. It has a ten- 
dency to produce false certificates. People will state 
that their ages are so and so, when they know it not 
to bo so. Some men have come to me and given state- 
ments which I knew to be false from the church books. 
Men would come at the age of fifty and say they were 
twenty-five. Temptations to fraud of that kind should 
not be held out. A deputy-lieutenant for the County 
Longford called upon me on this very subject not many 
days ago end told me that constantly people came to 
him with declarations that he conceived he was obliged 
to take, not having access to the church books, though 
he knew them to be false. These declarations wero 
made before Mm as a justice of the peace. A trust 
that stimulates to improvidence, and stimulates to 
perjury ia a trust wMch, I think, ought to be altered. 

788. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I think there were 
prosecutions for fraud upon tMs very charity 1 

Bishop of Meath . — I should not wonder. I think 
that the trust ought to be altered, and that is the view 
the Diocesan Council take on the subject. My 
chaplain will state their views. 

789. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — In what way does 
your lordsMp consider that the money could be better 
applied! 

Bishop of Meath . — I think that it could be better 
applied to educational purposes. My own distinct 
view is that as there is decidedly a tendency now-a-days 
to do for Ireland what has been done for Germany in 
the way of real-schulen, that this trust could be usefully 
applied in giving technical education to promising 
youths after leaving the common schools from fourteen 
years of age onwards. I think that would be of the 
Hghest benefit, as it would introduce that variety of 
industry into the country wMch is most wanted. 
People have nothing now but farming in this country. 
We want a variety of employment, and the people 


would be Letter employed, and the state of the country 
would be benefited if there was such a variety of em- 
ployment. If the trust could be made subservient to 
that it would be better. Its present application I 
I think is rather a curse than otherwise. 

790. Mr. Justice O'Biuen. — There might be a diffi- 
culty in carrying that out for the same class. How 
would you propose to extend technical education to the 
double class of both men and women, for the charity 
is for the benefit of the two sexes 1 

Bishop of Meath. — That is a matter of detail which I 
would rather not go into. I merely state the principle. 

791. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The National 
Board have in the case of the girls’ schools introduced 
a new rule that after passing the fifth standard 
girls’ time should bo chiefly devoted to technical edu- 
cation, including domestic work, and a number of home 
industries. I don’t know whether your lordship is aware 
that in Oldcastle where there is a large school and endow- 
ment under the care of the Protestant and Roman Cath- 
olic clergymen, our suggestion that it might be useful 
to have cookery taught met very scant encouragement 

Bishop of Meath. — I remember Lord Carlisle on one 
occasion in Belfast saying ho found a provision for 
teaching chemistry, and I told liis Excellency it would 
he better to teach the girls to cook. 

792. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — You don’t suggest any 
means by wMch technical education would be promoted! 

Bishop of Meath. — I said that was a matter of detail 
I would leave to other persons. 

793. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Is there in the 
County Meath at present any existing institution 
where anything of the kind is taught! 

Bishop of Meath. — Not thnt I know of. 

794. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Would your lordship 
wish the establishment of such an institution ! 

Bishop of Meath — I should. 

795. Dr. Traill. — If the Commissioners decided on 
keeping the application of the fund as it lias hitherto 
been, for promoting these marriages, would you consider 
it desirable to extend the original will in the female 
direction, in order to find a larger number of Protestants 
eligible, the same as in the case of males, for whom 
the will was extended to counties toucMng on Meath 
and Longford. A& it is, it might account for the 
small number of Protestant marriages, that it is only the 
sons of day labourer's that are eligible from the large 
number of counties, and yet the testator in his will 
did not make any difference between the sexes. 

Bishop of Meath. — I have not thought of that. I 
don’t like to give an opinion. 

79G. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— I understand your 
opinion to be distinct, that even to Longford and Meath 
the giving of these portions is not beneficial. 

Bishop of Meath. — Most decidedly. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — And if not beneficial 
in Meath and Longford it would not be more so if 
extended to other counties. 


Rev. J. B. 

797. On the part of the Diocesan Council of Meath I 
wish to make a statement in regard to two points — first 
the Protestant nature of the endowment, and then the 
application of it. As to the Protestant nature of the 
endowment, Ms Lordship has spoken already. It 
seems to have been the pu rpose of Mr. Charlton to multiply 
Protestants of an humble class throughout the country ; 
because the condition to which attention has already 
been called about the ages being between fifteen and 
tMrty was evidently made with a view to promote early 
marriages and large families. There were few Protestant 
day labourers. There were very many Roman Catholic 
day labourers. The intention therefore was to develop 
the Protestant community in the two counties named. 
The population of Protestants was then of a better 
class. I think that if a Roman Catholic had left money 
for a certain set of persons married in chapel, no claim 
could reasonably or would be made by Protestants upon 
it Thefounder here meant that those should receive 
th« 
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Protestant clergy. He does not say in the chapel or 
the church, but in the presence of the clergyman and 
churchwardens. 

798. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Doyouknow, asamatterof 
fact, whether a Protestant minister has ever given a 
certificate of a marriage as celebrated in his presence, 
wMch was celebrated by a Catholic clergyman! — 
Never. 

799. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — It was statedso yesterday. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — I don't think it could have taken 

place. 

800. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — It was stated very 
loosely without any apparent authority. It might 
have been anticipated, what Doctor Reichel said, that 
solemnized “ in the presence, ” according to the ecclesi- 
astical meaning is really solemnized by the clergyman. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — That is the view taken by the 
Council, that the marriage meant was marriage by our 
clergy, and such only, and I think it is quite manifest 
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those married before a priest it would have been con- 
tinued to that purpose. 

801. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — The law of the land is, 
that the presence of the clergyman lias the same 
ecclesiastical effect as if it was in his presence alone, 
by the mere fact of his presence. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — "We maintain as a Council that it 
was so, and that it was thought the clergy and church- 
wardens were to sign the certificate in every case. 

802. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The last scheme 
proceeds on a different ground. It is a scheme for the 
management of the surplus income only, and it first 
provides, that before anything else is done £25 shall 
be given to every couple qualified under the strict 
terms of the will, whatever they mean. Whatever a 
marriage “ in presence of the clergyman ” means, the 
scheme awards the full portion of £25 each to all who 
comply with the actual terms of the will, and it is 
the surplus only, if any, which is to be distributed 
among day labourer’s children of all denominations. 
That scheme does not put any construction on the 
will, but it says that the surplus after giving every 
one entitled four times as much as the will prescribed, 
shall be distributed in a similar way among others. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — My opinion is, that the object, of 
Mr. Charlton was to have a number of humble 
Protestants in the country. He did not want to keep 
them down as day labourers. He did not say that 
the sons should be day labourers. 

803. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Although he does 
not say it, it looks as if he was providing for the 
households of day labourers still residing in the country. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — That is a possible interpretation 
of it. We think that when elasticity was given, it 
would have been more in accordance with the objects 
of the will that the fund should have been rendered 
available for poor Protestant artizans. It has caused 
great heartburning that we have not been able to sign 
the certificates for people badly wanting the money, and 
who were as nearly as possible in the position of 
labourers. Even under the Chancery scheme priority 
has been given to Protestants, and if sufficient Pro- 
testants were to come forward for it, they would absorb 
the whole money. We think that when elasticity was 
given to the will it should have been in favour of those 
who were in a similar class or in an humble class. There 
are many Protestants of an humble class in the county. 

804. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — If they were not to be 
married what was to be done ? — We thought the modi- 
fication should be made to admit others in the humble 
ranks of life. 

805. Dr. Traill. — To go outside the day labourers 1 
— Yes ; there are various interpretations given of day 
labourers. The late Dean Brownlow of Ardbraccan 
never signed one of the papers during the thirty-nine 
years of his incumbency, though many Protestants of 
an humble class were married. This was considered 
a great grievance, but he did not consider the strict con- 
ditions were in any case fully complied with. The first 
Chancery scheme was in 1836, and the next in 1855. 
Since 1855 there were only two applicants from this 
parish of Navan, and only one got the money. Mr. 
Charlton was a resident in this parish. As the general 
object of the will was to help forward Protestants of an 
humble class, it seems monstrous that since 1855, only 
two in the testator's own parish should obtain any 
benefit from his will. 

806. Ar e theremany Protestants of the poorer classes 
that could not be strictly denominated labourers if 
the extension where made 1 — There are a great many 
in Ardbraccan, and from time to time a good many 
here, but not of the strict agricultural class. That is 
felt to be a grievance. 

807. The will does not say agricultural, but day 
labourers ? — I think it strange that a Protestant gentle- 
man would leave a bequest for the benefit of people 
married by the minister and that others should have 
*11 the profit of it. 


Mr. Justice O’Brien. — There are benefits derived April n, u*o. 
by others from the charity, the receiver gets £100 a _ ~ — 

year, and three solicitors get bills of costs. Keene m o. 

808. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — You think the charity 
was intended entirely for the benefit of Protes- 
tants 1 — Yes. We do not approve of the marriage 
portion system as a rule. The bishop has stated the 
reasons, and I need say no more. I could quote many 
instances to show that it has not been advantageous. 

809. Professor Dougherty. — We had a different 
view presented yesterday from Longford? — Longford 
has benefited more than we have. The Diocesan 
Council there think the marriage portions should be 
extended, and the snrplus only given to educational 
purposes. I think if they considered it more fully 
they would come more into accordance with our views. 

There are more Protestants in Longford than in this 
district. 

810. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — What is your opinion as 
to the amount of the marriage portion — £25. If the 
endowment were still to be applied to marriage 
portions, would you say the amount should be less or 
more ? — I should say it was a reasonable amount, but 
I have known many abuses, although not in my own 
parish. In the only case I knew of last year there was 
a battle which of the two would have the money, and 
they, the husband and wife, wished to part at once. 

They were evidently stimulated to marriage by the 
prospect of the £25. I have heard of instances where 
the money was badly spent, and was of no permanent 
benefit. The master of the workhouse said to me some 
years ago that he thought the charity was a nuisance, 
and that it tended to fill the union with paupers. I 
do not, however, wish to speak of the surplus, but of 
our own cases. I do not think it beneficial to stimulate 
marriages in this artificial way, there are often dis- 
agreements in consequence in the case of Protestants, 
and I suppose with the others too. 

811. What is your proposition ? — The proposition 
agreed to by the Council was that as marriage portions 
had been diverted in other cases, as in the case of the 
Kinsey fund, they might be diverted here. 

812. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — That was done 
by consent of the governing body, and the new 
governing body are bound to apply the fund to advance 
girls of the same class. There is no doubt we can 
make the change. 

Rev. Mr. Keene . — The general opinion seems to be 
that it would be better if we could further young 
people in life in other ways. In the Diocesan scheme 
there are a number of applications for educational 
purposes. We think this might come under the heads 
*(e) or (/) j apprenticeship fees seem to be getting out 
of date. 

813. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — There are sometimes 
large fees required ? — Yes, too large. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There are two funds in 
Dublin, each limited to £10, and they add the two 
together, and give the two fees to the same pupil. 

814. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — If you think the original 
object of Mr. Charlton was to promote marriages, and 
not the happiness and prosperity of people on his 
estate, would you contend that we should make such • 
an alteration as to apply the whole fund for the pro- 
motion of education or would you confine that appli- 
cation to the surplus of the fund? — If it is to be 
retained for Protestant marriages the class should be 
extended. We think that, as a general rule, if any 
of tho fund is left as marriage portions there would 
still be the instigation to fraud that we do not like. 

That is the general opinion of the clergy. 

815. Rev. Dr. Molloy.— Do yon propose that the 
administration of the endowment should be given to 
the Diocesan Board? — Yes. 

816. Under the decree of 1877 the surplus fund is 
available for all denominations, and is practically given 
to Roman Catholics? — Yes. 

817. After full provision has been made for alljPio- 


• Refers to section 11, sub-sections («) and (/) of the Scheme for the Parochial Schools of tho I 


» of Meath. 
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testant claimants, qualified according to the founder’s 
will, the surplus is equal to about one-half of the whole 
endowment, and under the Chancery decree the Roman 
Catholics of the two counties are actually receiving that 
surplus!— Yes. 

818. If your proposal were adopted would it not 
involve withdrawing from them the half of the endow- 
ment they are now receiving!— Yes. 

819: Do you contemplate giving any compensation 
to them for the loss of what they are receiving under 
the Chancery decree !— There has been a large 
transfer by the Commissioners of endowments that 
were only open to Protestants to the benefit of Roman 
Catholics. 

820. Mr. Justice O'Brten. — H aving gone out of the 
exclusiveness of the Protestant community by the 
scheme of 1877, do you want to travel back to ex- 
clusion 1 — We think ic would be in accordance with 
the will 'of the founder. We have no doubt of it. 

821. Rev. Dr. Motxor. — The decree of 1877 applies 
the endowment in the first instance to marriage portions 
for Protestants so far as there are Protestant claimants 
fulfilling the conditions? — Yes. 

822. And it applies the surplus to give marriage 
portions to persons of the same class belonging to 
other denominations! — Yes. 

823. Your proposition would involve withdrawing 
from the Roman Catholics the endowment which they 
receive as marriage portions under the decree in 
Chancery! — Yes. 

824. You do not provide any compensation for the 
loss they wonld sustain !— That would be for the 
decision of the Commissioners. 

825: Dr. Traill. — Is it a fact that under the 
Chancery scheme they don’t get it at all if there 
are Protestants to be found 1 — Yes. 

826. If they would not get it at all there should 
be no compensation ? — No. 

827. Would it be a reasonable extension if the 
scheme was made applicable for gii-ls in the adjacent 
counties, the same as to boys at present 1 — Y es. 

828. Would that introduce a large number! — Yes. 

829. And would the Roman Catholic claims then 
be nothing! — Yes. We thought that the decision of 
Lord Chancellor Ball was a very strange one. 

830. Professor Dougherty. — Looking at the matter 
from a practical point of view, would you not be con- 
tent to get the Protestant share of the endowment i — 
That is what we should wish. 

831. Would you wish more! — We expect that. 

832. Supposing that you had the choice of deter- 
mining the application of that part of the endowment 
coming to Protestants by the decree, leaving the rest 
to be otherwise apportioned, would it satisfy yon to 
leave the residue to the Roman Catholics ! — No, 
we believe that it was intended for Protestants 
by the founder. It is a strange thing that the 
majority of the funds should be otherwise given. 
Last year £350 went to Roman Catholics, and 
£300 to Protestants, and we think that anomalous 
when it was a Protestant gentleman left the fund 
to those who were to be married by the clergy- 
man. I don’t think the scheme of Lord Chancellor 
Ball was watched on our side at the time. It seems 
strange that the girls should be confined to the two 
counties by the scheme when the men of all the 
adjoining counties were admitted. 

Mr. J ustice O’Brien. — It is an extraordinary thing 
to confine one sex to these counties. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The effect of it might 
be very extraordinary. You might have a number of 
eligible bachelors brought into Meath and Longford 
from the adjacent counties to compete for all the day 
labourers daughters from ] 5 to 40. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien. — T he scheme goes on the 
assumption that the men would come from adjoining 
counties into Meath and Longford. 

833. Professor Dougherty. — You referred to the 
Kinsey fund, that it is to be diverted to educational pur- 


poses by a pennissivc clause. If a permissive clause were 
introduced for this Charlton Charity would it satisfy 
you 1 — It would be the next best tiling to that which 
we desire, but wc should prefer an absolute diversion. 

S34. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Youdon’tthink tliatthe in- 
tentions of the testator should be carried out by putting 
tbe administration of the endowment into the hands 
of the Parliamentary representatives of Meath and 
Longford 1 — No. 

835. Veil. Archdeacon Nugent, — As to any change 
of the scheme for the advancement of girls in the way 
of education, Mr. Keene states clearly the views of 
the Diocesan Council. They would rather have the 
whole amount of the fund devoted to education, and 
not to the marriage portions. For eighteen years I 
had been at Balrathboyne, and I was curate of Kells. 

I may mention, as an example of the in jury done to 
people and that it leads to immorality, only one case. 
A man camo to me and asked me to sign the paper. 
He was ready to take his oatli that he was under 
thirty years of age. I searched the parish books and 
could find no trace of his baptism, but I found that if 
his statement were correct lie must have been bom four 
years after las father was buried. That shows the 
tendency to falsehood that is created. We want the 
fund transferred to educational purposes, and whatever 
money should be given should be under the control of 
the Meath Board of Education. 

83G. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — You don’t claim the whole 
of the endowment for the Board of the Parochial 
Schools ! — Whatever portion would be assigned to us 
by the Commissioners. 

837. Have you considered what that portion should 
be! — No, we never considered the amount. It would 
depend ou the conclusion the Commissioners came to. 

838. Dr. Traill. — Would you be satisfied with two- 
thirds of the whole! — Yes. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — The Ardagli people think that 
they should get the bulk. I believe the property is 

more largely situate in Longford than in Meath. 

839. Dr. Traill. — Would you he satisfied to let 
them have one-third! — Yes. 

840. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Theesfcate in Long- 
ford produces £560 16s. 10iZ., and the three holdings in 
Meath produce the balance which is less than one-half. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — The matter is reversed in the will. 
He lived in Meath, and assigned two-thirds to this 
county. We think that the two-tliirds should, strictly 
speaking, come to us. 

841. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Under the conditions of 
the will Meath was unable to qualify for half of the 
endowment. In the actual distribution of the fund 
what proportion has gone to Longford and what to 
Meath! 

Rev. Mr. Keene . — We should allocate to each diocese 
that proportion which would correspond to what they 
qualified for. 

842. Professor Dougherty. — If you divide the 
fund, and if you insist on taking two-thirds, you must 
determine what area of the adjacent counties you are 
to take upon you. They cannot be got rid of. 

Rev. Mr. Keene . — Meath and Longford only are 
concerned in the will of the testator. He had the pro- 
perty in the two counties, and they were charged by him. 

843. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Have you been able to 
claim in any year half of the endowment under the 
Chancery scheme ! 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — No. The factof the matter was the 
Protestant population was above the class he wanted 
to increase. I don’t think the advertisement of the 
distribution of the fund was sufficiently known in the 
country. It became a grazing country and tillage al- 
most ceased. The Protestants were thus encouraged 
to emigrate. They had better hopes in America and 
elsewhere and went away. Other classes remained at 
home. The result is that it is a grazing country at 
present, and instead of day labourers being wanted there 
are more thau can get employment already. 
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844. When he provided that two-thirds should go 
to Meath and one-third to Longford, he thought that 
the nnmbcr of qualified claimants would absorb the 
whole of the fund. It was not so, and that provision 
practically fell into abeyance 1 — I don’t know how it 
has dropped out. 


845. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The provision as April n, isoe. 
to two-thirds and one-third assumes that the qualified ^ “ ' 
class will get the whole. In case they do not, the ji.a, 
adjacent counties come on, and the two-thirds and one- 
third can no longer prevail. 


Rev. John Healy, ll.d. 


846. I am Incumbent of the parish of Kells. No 
one married in my church has got any portion of the 
fond, but one in an adjoining parish got it and it 
nearly killed him. He got £25 in hands and he began 
drinking and drank away until it was all gone. 
That is my experience. 

847. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — That might happen, 
perhaps, to any man coming into property ! — I sup- 
pose it might. We all find a difficulty in the defini- 
tion of what a day labourer is. It is very bard when 
a poor artizan comes, who is undoubtedly a day 
labourer — as poor as any agricultural labourer in 
the country — that yon cannot sign Iris certificate. 
There is a difference of opinion as to what a day 
labourer is ; one says he is a person who is not his 
own master, another says he is to be an agricultural 
labourer. 

848. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — “Journeyman” 
may be translated “ day labourer ” 1 — My opinion is 
that a man receiving daily wages is a day labourer, 
and I would give a certificate to him ; but others 
would not. 

849. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — I think the question 
is settled by the law — when a man comes on the table 
and swears he is a labourer you could not take him 
to be an artizan. 

Rev, Dr. Healy . — Dr. Molloy thinks differently. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien. — H e is not a lawyer. 

850. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — However the ques- 
tion has led to the exclusion of a man in one parish who 
would get in in another, and claimants on the sur- 
plus get their certificates without difliculty. 

Rev. Dr. Healy. — At present the clergymen are 
put in a very invidious position to know who is a 
day labourer, and I think that question ought to be 
settled definitely. 

851. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — It ought to be settled. 

Rev. Dr. Healy . — On the subject of technical edu- 
cation I think there would be no difficulty in applying 


some of the money in that direction. If a man leaves 
the money for a certain purpose it ought to have 
priority. Whatever views we may have as to marriage 
portions, and I agree as to the evil results, these were 
not the views of the man who left the money. I 
think after the maiTiage portions are satisfied, then, 
to benefit the same class, that the money would he 
very well spent indeed in providing technical educa- 
tion. There is nothing for the poorer people to do in 

the country, and the only resource is to let them 
emigrate. If there were a technical school it should 
be in a central place, and it should be a boarding 
school ; otherwise you would not have enough 
Protestants in Meath. 

852. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— Y ou would have 
no chance of founding a new institution on £800 a 
year. It might be used for putting children into 
existing institutions. 

Rev. Dr. Healy . — In my own parish we were trying 
in a small way to promote technical education, and we 
have been in correspondence with Mrs. Hart on the 
subject, but the expense stood in the way. We wish to 
take up the technical education of girls, and she would 
be willing to send a teacher for the higher branches 
of embroidery, but the expense would be too much. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The Christian Brothers 
in Kells started an industrial school there, but I am 
told they found it too costly — and it is closed. 

853. Professor Dougherty. — Have you a shirt 
factory in Mullingar at present! — I don’t know. We 
used formerly to have a lace factory in Kells, princi- 
pally through Lady Headfort’s exertions, hut it fell 
out of use after a while. 

854. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Then the " Kells 
embroidery ” is not made in Kells ? — Kells has nothing 
to do with it. It is technically named from the “ Book 
of Kells.” 

855. Professor Doughrrty. — How much did Mrs. 
Hart ask for sending a teacher to Kells 1 — £50 a year. 


Kev. John 
Healy, xj»d. 


Patrick Smith swi 

856. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— You hold a por- 
tion of the Charlton Estate at Curratown, at £133 a 
year ! — Yes. 

857. Do you know anything of the working of the 
charity! — I do. I used to assist Mr. Courtenay in 
the distribution of it. 

858. Was he the agent ! — He was. 

859. Was he Mr. Bond's predecessor! — No; one 
intervened between the two. Mr. Courtenay was 
nephew of Chief Justice Lefroy, and he used to attend 
here. He was the receiver. 

860. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — W hen were you 
assisting Mr. Courtenay ! — Up to about 1 860. 

861. Before the extension of the fund ! — Yes. 

862. And the portions were only £6 16s. 6<£ each 
in those days ? — Only six guineas. 

863. What have you to say as regards the working 
of it at that time ! — To the best of my knowledge and 
belief I never knew a couple who were entitled to it, 
or duly qualified, who got it. 

864. Those who got it were not qualified! — No. 
Up to 1834 the Catholics got it without any reserva- 
tion. 

865. How did they manage to get it! — There was 
no objection so far as I heard. 

866. They must have produced some sort of certi- 
ficate ! — No, I heard that a family living in the neigh- 
bourhood of Curratown, called Charlton, thought to 
make it appear that the testator was not sane at the 
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time he made his will, for he willed £5 to cut off his Patrick 
head after his death. Sinltl1 ' 

867. Dr. Traill. — Not in this will ! — The rumour 
was that it was a codicil. I saw a copy of it. This 
family of Charlton thought to make it appear that he 
was insane. That was about the year 1 834. 

[Rev. Mr. Woods handed in an old copy of the will 
and codicil.] 

868. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (reads) — “ Testator, 

“ Thomas Charlton, requests that after his body shows 
« putrefaction or certain death, six guineas he given to 
“ sever his head from his body, and that the executors 
“and trustees of this will do choose for their clerk or 
“ registrar, Thomas Webster,of Trim, Esquire, upon bis 
“ honour, without oath, at a sum of 100 guineas a 
“ year." That is a postscript apparently unattested, 
and therefore probably does not appear in the probate. 

869. Dr. Traill (to witness).— Did any one ever 
earn the six guineas 1 — I heard the head was severed 
from the body. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There was a very 
distinguished man who left directions that when he 
was put in his coffin it should be filled up with Port- 
land cement, so as to make sure that he should not be 
buried alive. He was not mad, and similar clauses 
have often appeared. 

870. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — You said you never knew 
any person really qualified to receive a marriage por- 
tion ? — Dp to the time I speak of. 
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April 11. 1890. 871. In what respect did they fail 1— They were 

Patrick - farmers, not agricultural labourers in Meath. They 
SmUb. were generally artisans, or gamekeepers, or policemen, 

or soforth, and not day labourers of the agricultural 
labourers’ class, or of the right ages. 

872. Dr. Traill. — You assisted Mr. Courtenay in 
finding them ? — Not in finding them, but in distribut- 
ing the money. 

878. Did yon give him the local information? — No, 
that did not come in my business. 

874. In what way did you pay the money? — In 
paying the money it was not his duty to reject any one, 
except they were not the proper parties. 

875. Did he not ask advice from you as a local 
person ? — I only used to assist him as clerk. 

876. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You say that up 
to 1884 you acted for him, and that people got money 
without producing certificates of marriage?— No, but 
that Catholics got it up to that year. 

877. That appears very likely to have been the case, 
for the first decree of Chancery was on November 29, 
1836, and the proceedings commenced on June 27, 1835. 
By the deci-ee it was for the first time provided that 
forms of certificates should be settled by the Master of 
the Court, and that they should be produced in all 
cases. Then proceedings may have been taken be- 
cause there was loose work going on. From that on 
how did the people get the money ? — No Catholics got 
it from that time until the decree of 1877. 

878. You said that the people who did get it were 
not qualified ? — They were not 

879. How did they get the certificates? — According 
to the benevolence of the clergyman who married 
them. 

880. Some were more benevolent than others? — 
Yes. So far as I have heard the testator intended 
it for agricultural labourers. He used to keep a 
piper to play for them. 

881. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — It appears he was 
musically inclined, because he speaks in his will of his 
organ ? — The organ was in this town at one time in 
the Roman Catholic chapel. 

882. (To Rev. Mr. Woods.) — From whom did you 
obtain Ibis copy of the will ? 

Rev. Mr. Woods . — From a grandson of the steward 
to the testator. 

883. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (to witness). — From 
your experience as a man acquainted with the county, 
is this fund at present of any use ? — If I might ven- 
ture an opinion, the gaol that existed in Trim is about 
to be turned into an industrial school, and I would put 
the fund to that purpose. 

884. Then you don't think it is useful as it is? — No. 

885. Dr. Traill. — You think it would be more use- 
ful for industrial schools than its present purpose ? — 
Yes, it is so uncertain, and so much disappointment is 
caused by it, and then there is all the expense. 

886. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — What do you mean 
by saying it is uncertain ? — On a former distribution 
a couple were encouraged to get married, and it was 
only 17s. in the end they gob. 

887. Professor Dougherty. — That does not lead 
to happy results afterwards ? — It leads to disappoint- 
ments. 

888. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You say it leads 
to expense ? —They may come a long distance, pay 
the railway fare, and spend their money, so that nearly 
all is gone when they get home. 

889. Then you don’t think the money that is divided 


in uncertain shares is doing much good? — I think it is 
trifling at the best. 

890. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — S upposing a fixed sum 
was applied to each person — say .£20 or £25 — would 
you still retain your opinion that it is undesirable to 
keep the charity in its present use ?- — They should carry 
out the intention of tho testator on that point in my 
mind, and if I could get shut of that question, I cer- 
tainly would fix the sum to lie distributed to en- 
courage the labouring class to get married. 

891. Professor Dougherty. — D o you tliink they 
have any special need of encouragement in that direc- 
tion? — Yes. I may state that the testator was un- 
married. It is generally supposed that he was of the 
neuter gender. 

892. Dr. Traill. — W hat is your opinion of being 
married in the presence of the minister and church- 
wardens ? — I don’t think he had the least notion of 
distinctions, because ho had all Catholics about him. 
I think it was a technical mistake. 

893. You don’t think he meant Protestants ? — No, 
he had no Protestants about him. 

894. How do yon know ? — From hearsay. 

895. Didn’t he die in 1792? — Yes. 

896. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — U p to 1834 you say the 
Catholics got these portions? — There was no dis- 
tinction. 

897. How did they qualify? — Bygotting married. 

898. They were not asked to produce any certificate 
signed by the Protestant minister ? — No, a Catholic 
clergyman’s certificate qualified them. 

899. Dr. Traill. — T hat was enough. At tho time 
you refer to, when the Catholics got it, was the thing 
irregularly managed 1 — I did not say so. 

900. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — W ho managed it 
before 1836 ? — It was managed by the High Sheriffs 
and Members of Parliament. 

901. Did they ever look after it ? — They appointed 
a receiver, and he managed it. 

902. Dr. Traill. — W hen did Mr. Courtenay begin to 
be receiver? — About 1838. Hewas not exactly receiver. 
That was Mr. Auchmuty. He was the solicitor. 

903. Who had the management in 1834 — or who 
was the I'eceiver ? — I could not say. 

904. You did not assist any one before Mr. Courte- 
nay ? — No. 

905. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — W ho was the 
furthest back that you remember distributing the 
money? — Mr. James Auchmuty. 

906. He was appointed by the High Sheriffs and 
Members of Parliament? — Yes. 

907. Then it came into Chancery? — Yes. 

908. And from that out, getting the money de- 
pended on the benevolence of the clergyman ? — Yes. 

909. But before that on the benevolence of the 
Members of Parliament ? — You may be right. 

910. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — N o certificates were 
required ? — No. 

911. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T he old Act of 
Parliament and the will required certificates ? — Yes. 

912. Dr. Traill. — D id you ever see certificates be- 
fore 1836 ? — No, but I knew Catholics that got them. 

913. Did they get thorn from the clergyman or the 
palish priest ? — The Catholic clergy. 

914. They did not get them from the clergyman and 
the churchwardens of the parish? — I believe that was 
a technical error. 

915. What were the certificates they got? — The 
Roman Catholic clergyman’s certificate. 


Rev. M. Woods examined. 

jlev.il. 916. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Perhaps you can 918. Then you will give your own opinion? — I do 

„uuus. give us a statement as to your experience of the not agree with Mr. Keene that the result of the 

working of the charity ? — Yes, I can give you some working of the scheme is to increase pauperism. I 
facts. do not know a single child in the workhouse the result 

917. Do yon speak for the bishop, Dr. Nulty? — of the marriages. I think on the contrary, the 
No, the bishop has not given any opinion. charity has helped young couples to start in life. I 
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asked some people who got this money what they did 
■with it and they told me they would buy beds or furni- 
ture with it. Some put it by but certainly it is a help tc 
these poor people. Of course some do little with it. 

919. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Are you satisfied in 
Havant — Yes. 

920. Are there many people here who receive this 
fund ? — A great many. 

921. Have you been many years here? — Ten 
years. 

922. Lord Justice FitzGibbok. — Can you tell your 

experience of the utilization of the fund 1— 1 The money 
runs from £13 or £14 to £l, but generally they 
get from £3 3s. to £7 10s. £7 10s. is a boon to 

a labourer starting life. Education is an Imperial 
question, and the educational wants will be sufficiently 
provided for by the Government, and this is a matter 
that does good to the people about here. It requires 
very much to be safe guarded. It is much exposed to 
abuse. People have no scruple in the world in 
falsifying their age, or as to making a statutory 
declaration. There is a provision in the last scheme 
that might be abolished, that is, allowing two house- 
holders to sign the certificate instead of the clergy- 
man. I find, as a general rule, that when we 
refuse to sign the certificate, they go to two shop- 
keepers and get it done. I have known two J.P’s to 
sign a certificate, and the parties got the bequest upon 
their certificate in a cose that had been refused by 
me. In this parish and round about it there are a 
great number of bona fide applicants who have got 
the money, and it has done them good. 

923. You need not give names but you may men- 
tion any other cases? — The first was a Catholic, 
married to a Catholic, whose mother was a Protestant, 
and he got £25 through the intervention of his wife’s 
uncle, who was a Protestant. His father was a cattle 
dealer in a small way, and hiB wife’s father was a coach 
builder. 

924. How much did he get ? — £25. 

925. Was that from the surplus money? — No. 

926. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — How did he get the £25 ? 
Had he to produce a certificate ? — I could no say. 

927. Professor Dougherty. — Was he married as a 
Catholic ? — Yes, in my church on April 27, 1879. 

928. Lord Justice FitzGibbok. — We were told in 
Dublin, without giving particulars, that there were 
cases in which Protestant clergymen being interested 
in the man or woman had attended at Roman Catholic 
marriages and given certificates? — We would not 
perform the marriage under the circumstances, if he 
attended otherwise than as a mere spectator. 

929. Dr. Traill. — I think it was a very loose 
statement of Mr. Gemon’s. You are not aware of 
such a case ? — I never heard of it. 

Dr. Traill. — I don’t think there is any truth 
in it. 

930. Lord Justice FitzGibbok. — Do you know 
how, in this case you speak of, the man got the 
money, being married in a Catholic church? — I don’t 
know. 

931. You mentioned that as a case of abuse ? — It 
does not come under the provisions of tho will. 

932. Dr. Traill. — What was the abuse? — That ho 
was not a labourer’s son. 

933. Lord Justice FitzGibbok. — And that there 
was a false certificate ? — Yes. In the next case the 
marriage took place on February 19, 1882, and the 
man got £1 13s. I had refused to sign the certificate 
for the man on the ground that he was over thirty 
years of age. I was sui’e of that. The paper was 
signed by two respectable men in the town afterwards, 
and he got the money. 

934. Dr. Traill.— Did he marry on the strength 
of the 33s. ? — He thought he woxUd get more. On 
October 3, 1884, I married a man who got five 
guineas. He was a widower and I thought he was 
over sixty years of age, I refused to sign a certificate, 
but he got it signed by two “respectable householders " 
and another gentleman in the neighbourhood. The 


next cose was on June 7„1886, the priest who married jpra u, 1990 . 
the couple refused to sign the certificate for the man — 
on the same grounds, but he got it also. The next 
man was not a agricultural labourer, or any labour, 
but a dealer. 

935. What year was that ? — On February 18, 1887. 

His certificate was signed by two householders also. 

The next man was married in 1889 and got £7 15s., he 
appeared to me to be a good deal over age. His 
certificate was signed by two J.P’s. 

936. Mr. Justico O’Brien. — Was that certificate 
merely a certificate of character, or as to the condition 
of age ? — That he is in every respect entitled. The 
form embraces both the conditions and the age. 

987. Lord Justice FitzGibbok. — He must himself 
make a statutory declaration as to age, and it is a 
misdemeanour to make a false declaration. 

Rev. Mr. Woods . — A man came to me with one, 
and I sent him away. There are three cases I am 
aware of where the fathers were not agricultural 
laboureis and the parties got the £25. One of the 
fathers was a herd, and another was a process server. 

938. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You have been 
applied to for certificates ?— Yes, frequently. 

939. What interpretation have you for day 
labourers ? — I always thought any unskilled labourer 
entitled. 

940. Would you exclude a builder’s labourer? — I 
would not. 

941. Yon don’t hold it confined to agricultural 
labourers ? — By no means. 

942. Would yon call a postman a day labourer ? — 

If his occupation was not permanent, and he was liable 
to be discharged. 

943. Is the expression so loose that you would 
open it to a postman ? — I think so. 

944. Dr. Traill. — Y ou require a man to work 
with his own hands ? — Yes. 

945. Lord Justice FitzGibbok. — W ould you refuse 
it in the case of an artisan 1 — I signed a certificate for 
a man who was a bad kind of workman. 

946. A handy man ? — Yes, he was that. 

947. The definition leads to difficulties among your 
people as well as on the other'.side ? — It does. I would 
suggest that a definition should be clearly drawn oat 
and printed on the back both of the application forms 
and certificates, for a great many among us have never 
seen the scheme. I was a long time here before I 
could get a copy of it. At last I did, but a great many 
did not know it. If the definition were printed on 
the backs of the certificates and forms of application 
it would facilitate us a great deal when we could point 
it out. When a poor man gets married he does not 
know why we should not sign the certificate. 

948. Whether would it be better if the surplus were 
given in portions of fixed amount to selected people, 
or given in varying sums as now? — I would make a 
minimum. I would not allow it below a certain sum. 

949. What sum would you think to be of substantial 
use ? — I would say five guineas. 

950. It is rather a low minimum ? — Yes. 

951. In Palmer’s charity the sum named in the 
will was £10, and they raised it £20, and the clergy- 
man selected the best five to whom to give the £100 
a year ?— I think a fixed sum would be better if the 
best applicants were to be selected. 

952. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — D oes any inconvenience 
arise by reason of the parties being married first, and 
their qualification considered afterwards. In Rush 
the portions are allotted first, and then the parties get 
married. Here the parties get married without 
knowing what they are to receive. They might ex- 
pect £5 or £10, and get 30s. If an arrangement 
were made by which there should he only a certain 
number of claims allowed, and a fixed sum allotted 
to each, on the condition of the parties being after- 
wards married, would that be a better system? — I 
think it would not be practicable. 

953. Dr. Traill. — I n Rush some parties broke off 
engagements when they found they were not to get 
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tlie money ? — I don’t think many get married here to 
get the money. 

954. Mr. Justice O’Brien.— H ave you found any 
instance, like what Mr. Keene has mentioned, of the 
husband and wife quarrelling on account of the 
money '! — I don’t recollect any case at present. 

955. Dr. Traill. — Do yon think that this charity 
was intended to be open to Roman Catholics by the 
donor That is a legal question. 

956. Without going into the legal question what 
would you say ? — The Catholic Church had no legal 
existence at tliat time, and a bequest left to the 
Catholics would be void. 

957. Do you think that “minister and church- 
wardens ’’ should include “parish priest”? — All Mr. 
Charlton’s servants, as I understand, were Catholics 
at the time. 

958. How do you know that — he died in 1792, 
you know? — Ho distinctly says any day labourer’s 
son or daughter. He does not say Protestant. They 
had to sanction a great many things at that time wo 
do not now. 

959. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Can you produce or 
give information concerning specific instances where 
the fund has been of service, without going into de- 
tail — is it your general experience, except in those 
cases you mention, that the distribution lias been 
beneficial ? — It has been, decidedly, among the class 
I speak of. 

960. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Are there any 
very large number of bona fide day labourers’ children 
married here ? — We have a great number every year. 

961. It is only the parents who are to be day 
labourers ?— As a general rule the children are the 
same as the parents. There are exceptional cases. 

962. You think it was the testator’s intention 
to benefit the class of day labourers ? — I would think 
so. I think it was to help the newly married 
couple. 

963., Mr. Justice O’Brien. — I would think it was the 
ordinary charitable bequest to help young people after 
their marriage to furnish their houses and advance them 
in the ordinary way ? — The people who get married 
are servant boys and servant girls, and they are hard 
up to get furniture for their houses. If there was a 
resident acting trustee both in Meath and Longford 
it would be a good thing. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien.— I t did occur to me that the 
duty imposed on the clerk of keeping a list of day 
labourers meant that it was to keep a list not of any 
particular denomination. 

964. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Have you any 
further information? — In regard to the scheme of 
1877 an injustice is done to the Catholics. I know 
that a great number of Protestants have got the 
portions every year who are not entitled to it — 
tradesmen and small farmers. Thus there is an in- 
justice done. 

965. They lessen the surplus ? — They do. 

966. Dr. Traill. — The evidence before us yesterday 


by the Solicitor was that lie investigated every claim, 
and put a note to the cases ; all wore rejected who 
were not qualified? — He docs not know. Ho goes 
on the evidence that is given to him. Cases slip 
through. They only scud for the certificate when 
there is a case of suspicion. 

967. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Generally you think that 
the endowment might bo applied with advantage to 
its present purpose if guarded from abuses? — Pre- 
cisely. 

968. Professor Dougherty. — Would you see any 
objection to the Protestant share of the endowment 
being devoted to educational purposes ? — Certainly 
not. 

9C9. You would not object to that ? — I think there 
are not Protestant labourers enough to get sufficient of 
the fund. 

970. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There ha3 been 
no year since 1877 that tlioro has not been a surplus. 
It might be better to make a kind of average, and 
then let the Protestant share he devoted as they think 
best, and your share as you think right. The 
Roman Catholics were admitted only because there 
were not Protestants enough to claim tlio grant. 

Rev. Mr. Woods . — The people liave to pay 2s. 6d. 
for the forms. That is a very largo sum for a labourer 
to i»ay. 

971. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — To whom do they pay 
that 1 — To Mr. Bond. He will not supply the form 
without that. It is a good deal. I think if they 
sent a stamped envelope the people ought to got the 
thing free. The first application I made was on 
behalf of a poor man. I wrote to Mr. Bond without 
sending the half-crown, and he wrote me a sharp 
letter in reply, that a man in my position ought to 
know better. 

972. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The scheme pro- 
vides that the form of declaration shall be kept 
printed by the receiver, who shall issue copies when 
applied for. It says nothing about 2s. C>d. 

Rev. Mr. Woods . — I know Mr. Bond gave me a 
severe lecture. 

973. Lord Justico FitzGibbon. — It was mentioned 
by Mr. Gomon that there was a charge of 2s. 6i., 
but I understood that was for the stamp on the statu- 
tory declaration. 

Rev. Mr. Keene. — It is charged to all. All must 
pay it. 

974. Dr. Traill. — Do the Protestants pay it too? 
— Yes. I think that is a reasonable objection. 

975. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — It must lie sanc- 
tioned. Mr. Gemon mentioned it ; may bo it is to 
get the certificates of baptism, &c. 

Rev. Mr. Woods . — They have to pay for them 
too. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — This charity is intended 
for day labourers sons and daughters, and if there 
are any belonging to that class present who would 
wish to say anything about it we will now hear 
them. 


Mathew 

Ktegau. 


Maihew Keegan sworn and examined. 


976. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Did you get this 
Charlton money?— No. 

977. Then what do you want to tell about it? — 
I wrote for the forms and got them, and I sent them 
back and got no answer. 

978. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — How long ago ? — Seven 
years ago. 

979. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Did you fill up the form ? 
— Yes, and sent it back. 

980. And they did not send you the money? — 
No. 

981. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — What part of the 
county do you come from ? — Outside the town. 

982. What was your father ? — A labourer. I was 
only ten months old when my father died. 


988. Where was he working at the time he died ? 
— With Mr. Hilliard. 

984. As a labourer? — Yes. 

985. What was Mr. Hilliard ? — A farmer. 

986. You got married ? — Yes. 

987. What was your wife’s father? — A labourer. 

988. Where did he labour ? — In Kells. 

989. Did you put all that in the paper ? — Yes. 

990. How long ago is it since you were married ?— 
Seven years. 

991. How old are you now? — Going on thirty. 

992. Were you older or younger than your wife ? — 
I never asked her age. 

993. Then I am afraid you hardly madeont your case 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



57 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, 1889-90. 


April 11, 18B0, 

Mathew 
Keegan. 

money I— -No. 1000. Is slie older than yon ?— I think she is. I 

Rev. Mr. II ooas. — I signed the marriage certificate, could not say." 


met you go to tne clergyman tor a certificate 1—1 did, 
to Father Woods. 

994. Did he give it to you ? — He did. 

995. You nover inquired why you did not get an 
answer ? — No, my name was not in the paper. 

99G. You sent in the proner application and <rnt. no ^ at that. 


997. Dr. Traill. — Who signed your certificate for 
the distribution of the money 1 — T think Mr. Roberts. 

998. What age was your wife ? — Thirty. 

999. What age did you put down ? — I just chanced 


William. IP Mahon sworn and examined. 


1001. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Were you an 
applicant for the fund ? — I was an applicant, but T did 
not receive it. 

1002. Iu what year did you apply? — In 1887. 

1003. What was your father?— -A labourer. 

1004. Where? — In Navantown. 

1005. Who did he labour with ? — With everybody 
that liked to employ him. 

1006. Ho did not labour for farmers if he worked in 
Navan ? — Yes, when lie could get work with them ho 
did. 

1007. What was -your wife ? — The daughter of a 
labourer. 

1008. What was your position when you applied ? — 
A labourer. 

1009. What did yon do ? — At first I applied to Mr. 
William Bond at Longford, and I sent him 2s. Id. in 
stamps, being 1 d. for the carriage back of the form. I 
filled up the form, and got it signed by Mr. Fitz- 
herbert. I got the marriage certificate; and Bent them 
both away and never received an answer. My name 
did not appear on the list. I applied afterwords to 
Father Woods, and be gave a letter specifying that I 
was competent for the funds, and I received no reply 
to his letter eitliex-. 1 sent also a stamped envelope, 
and received neither. 

1010. Rev. Dr. Mollov. — To whom did you moke 
this application ? — To Mr. Bond. In fact I wrote 
both to him and to Mr. Johnston the solicitor to Mr. 
Bond. 

1011. Have you any reasons to suppose that your 
qualifications were not good ? — I have not. 

1012. Dr. Traill. — What is your ago? — My age 
now is 31, my wife’s age is 24. 

1013. When were you married ? — On July 23, 
1887. 

1014. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Were you in the army ? 
— I was. 

1015. Rev. Dr. Mollov. — You wish to bring before 
us that having been properly qualified, and having 
applied in the proper form, you got no portion ? — 
That is so. 

1016. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You went to 
trouble and expense in the matter and got no satis- 
faction ? — Quite correct 

1017. There is a meeting advertised at which people 
are to attend every year to receive the money. Did 
you attend ? — The list of' the applicants is published 
in the daily papers, warning the people to attend at a 
place for the distribution of the money, and I saw no 
name to come near mine, except that of a man named 
M'Mahon from Kells. I wrote to Mr. Bond to 
see if the Christian name in that case was right j 
and he wrote saying the money was not intended 
for me. 

1018. Besides your own case have you known any 
other cases where people were disappointed at not 
getting the money ? — There are one or two people in 
Navan. 

1019. Rev Dr. Mollov. — Perhaps that is the rule 
they follow — that they dou’t send any answer to the 
people who are refused, but only to those who are 
approved ? — Any person approved of gets notice in 
the daily papers. 


1020. And the others get no notice ? — None. Wiir 

1021. Dr. Traill.— W ere you an applicant for the M'Mahon. 
£25, or for the surplus ? — For the surplus. 

1022. Mr. Justice O’Brien.— W ere you described 
in the paper as the son of a labourer ?— Yes. 

1023. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— T he upshot is 
that there ought to bo an opportunity on which the 
list would be settled, and people would know whether 
they were to get the money or not? — Yes. 

1024. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — D id you ever see Mr. 

Bond ? — No, I took it for granted when he did not 
answer my letter that my claim was not approved. 

1025. [To Rev. Mr. Woods ], — Have you any recol- 
lection of this particular case ?— No, I remember the 

1026. There is disappointment in this case? — Yes. 

1027. Dr. Traill (to witness.) — Who was the cer- 
tificate signed by ? — By Mr. Fitzherbert, j.p., and the 
clergyman who married me. 

1028. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — D o you know 
many of your friends who got the money? — Yes, I 
know two or three tradesmen who got £25 each. 

1029. What were their fathers ? — Their fathers were 
tradesmen. 

1030. Dr. Traill. — W hat sort of tradesmen ?— One 
was a stone-cutter. 

1031. Would he work for weekly wages? — No, 
permanent wages. 

1032. What wages would he get? — From 35». to £2 
a week. 

1033. The father or son? — Both father and son. 

1034. What was the name of the stone-cutter ? 

Rennox. 

1035. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— I think one of the 
questions in Chancery was whether a stone-cutter was 
a day labourer. 

Rev. Mr. Keene .— I know this case. It seems that 
the certificate was signed by a locum tenens who knew 
nothing about the case, and, perhaps, some misstate- 
ments were made to him. We would refuse - to give 
certificates to stone-cutters. I thought this a great 
abuse. The man left his wife and acted dishonestly. 

1036. Rev. Dr. Mollov. — A man who is cutting 
stone may be doing so for daily wages. 

Rev. Mr. Keene . — The parish clergyman was ill at 
the time, and a locum tenens was acting for him, and 
he formed his opinion on the case from what was 
told him. 

1037. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Y ou will find it 
hard to make a distinction — breaking stones and cutting 
stones — and what are you to say of a quarry man — 
surely he might be a day labourer. 

1038. Rev. Dr. Mollov (to witness ). — You say you 
made a proper application in proper form — that you 
were qualified and paid 2 s. 6 d. and postage in addition 
and got nothing? — Yes. The paper should have been 
sent back to be corrected if there was anything wrong. 

1039. Mr. Justice O’Bribn. — W hy did you get Mr. 
Fitzherbert to sign it ? — I requested him to look over 
it, and see that it was correct, and he told me so far 
as he thought it was correct. 

1040. Did he sign it? — Yes. 

1041. Who did you make the statutory declaration 
before? — Mr. Fitzherbert. 

I 
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James Carlin sworn ami examined. 


Jainea Carlin. 


1042. Lord Justice. FitzGibbon.— Dicl you got tlio 

Cliarlton money 1 — No. # 

1043. Did you apply for it? — I did. I applied m 
1882 for it, and I never got any account of it at all. 

1044. Had you to pay 2*. G</.?— Ycs._ 

1 045. Did you get any answer ? — Not* till about six 
months ago, when I directed a letter to Mr. Bond, 
and I got an answer that I had not putin a claim in 
the year I was married, and that it was of no use 
afterwards. I got the form filled up according to the 
order, and sent the amount of 2s. Gif. in stamps, lmt 
got no answor, and I went to inquire six mouths ago 
about it. 

1046. Rov. Dr. Molloy. — What was the answer you 
say you got back? — That when I did not put in a 
claim in the year I was married it was of no use, but 
I did put in a claim the year I was married. 

1047. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — How many years 
did you lie by ? — About seven. 

1043. Mr. J ustice O’Brien. — H ad you made the ap- 
plication in the year you were married ? — Yes. 

1049. Dr. Traill. — What age were you at tlio time? 
, — About twonty-six or twenty-seven. 

1050. What age was your wife? — I could not say. 

1051. What did you put on the paper? — About the 
same age. 

1052. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— Did you “clnmco” 
the wife’s age ? — I had not my mind made up. 


1053. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Do yon know that you 
made a statutable declaration that she was of a certain 
age ? — Yes, I know I put that in. 

1054. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — How did you 
know what to put in ? — I got a form. 

1055. Tlio form would not tell your wife’s age. 
Where had your father been labouring ? — He laboured 
with M r. Casey for twenty years. 

1056. What was Mr. Casey ? — A farmer. 

1037. What was your wife’s father? — A man driving 
cars. 

Lord Justice FitzGirbon. — May lie you were refused 
becanso your wife’s father was a carman. 

Rev. Dr. Molloy. — We have a case here where the 
father was a ear-driver, and where the claim was re- 
fused. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T his must he a different 
case of tlio same kind. 

1058. Dr. Traill (to witness). — Had In* a car of his 
own? — No, ho would work for any one who would 
employ him. 

1051). 1 >r. Traill. — Whoso cars did lie drive 1 — Mr. 
Moran’s was tlio first I knew him. 

1 0G0. From the hotel ?— Yes. 

10G1. And ho was employed by him at so much a 
week? — Whatever ho would get. 

1062. Where did you livo when you sunt in the 
claim ? — In the town of Navau. 


Michael Carr sworn and examined. 


Michael 1063. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Yon applied for a 

portion of tho endowment?— I did. 

1064. How much did you get? — Three guineas. 

1065. Was it of use to you?— Yes. 

1066. You think it a good institution for people to 
get portions from ? — Yes, if they turn it to good use. 

1067. You would like more ! — Yes, if 1 could get it. 

1068. Professor Dougherty. — What did you do 
with the money you got ? — I bought two pigs with it. 

1069. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — You have no fault to find 
with the management except that they did not give 
you enough ? — If they gave me throe guineas moro I 
could get two moro pigs. When it is turned to a good 
purpose it is very good money, but there is too much 
given to others. 

1070. Is it generally turned to good account ? — Yes, 
the Catholios put it to a good use. 


1071. Dr. Traill. — Do you object to the Protestants 
getting tho £25 ? — Quite so. There was nothing in 
the will that they were to receive anything more than 
others. There was no distinction made. 

1072. When was that made — that it was to bo with- 
out distinction ? — When lie died he made no distinc- 
tion between Protestants and Catholics. 

1073. He says in liis will tho marriage must be per- 
formed iu tho presence of tlio minister and church- 
wardens of the parish. What do you think of that? 
— I kuow nothing about that. 

1071. Tho Catholics were to gut notiiing? — I got 
three guineas, and ever sineo I got it I had the height 
of luck. 

1075. A ml if you had throe guineas more yon would 
have more luck? — Yes. 


Laurence 

Caffrey. 


Laurence Caffrey sworn and examined. 


1076. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Did you get the 
money ? — No ; but I put in an application about eleven 
years ago. 

1077. How old are you now? — I suppose about 
thirty-seven. 

1078. What age was the wife when you married ? — 
—About eighteen. 

1079. Did you get any answer? — No; I .got the 
forms and filled them, and I sent them back, and got. 
no answer. 


1080. You had to pay 2.?. 6 d. ? — Yes. 

1081. Rev. Dr. Moi.loy. — What was your father?— 
A ploughman with Mr. Wilkinson, of Curtistown. 

1082. And your wife’s fatlior ? — He was a labourer. 

1083. Then, so far as yon kuow, you were properly 
qualified and made the application in proper form, and 
received no portion ? — No. 

1084. Dr. Traill. — Was it to Mr.-Bond you applied 
and sent the 2s. GJ. ? — Yes. It was Mi - , lie villa -that 
signed the application. 


Edward Smith sworn and examined. 


1085. Lord Justice .FitzGibbon. — Did you apply? 
— I applied. 

1086. Did yon get the portion ? — No. 

1087. In what year did you apply? — In 1884. 

1088. Did you get any answer? — No answer. I 
went through the full forms, and sent them back with 
2s. 6 d. in stamps on it, and registered it, and it came 


to 5s. on me. I was married on May 13, 1884. .Iwas 
sent to four months after for a certificate of baptism, 
and that was sent, but I never beard a word of it 
since. 

Wo will look up the lists, and try to prevent any 
mistakes iu future. 
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Mary Reilly sworn and examined. 


Jpril U, 1800 . 


1089. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (looking at mar- 
riage certificate handed in by witness). — You seem to 
have been married in 1881?- — It was in 1885. It was 
dated wrong. 

1090. Did you apply at that time? — I never looked 
after the money. I had no means to look after it 

1091. Is your husband alive? — Yes. 

1092. Your application was late ? — No; it is only 
five years ago. 

1093. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Why did you not apply 
at the proper time ? Did you know of the fund T— -I 
did. I was told to send the stamps, and 1 had no 
means. 

1094. "Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I am afraid wo 
cannot do anything for you now, Mrs. Reilly. 


Rev. Mr. Keene . — There seoms a general impression Mary Reilly, 
among the people that even after twenty years they 
can get the money. They have a false idea here that if 
they were married twenty years they coidd still get a 
certificate, and get the money. 

1095. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— This evidence is 
useful for us, for it shows the weak points in the 
present system. There ought to be a system under 

which the people should be heard. The rule is 

“No application for a marriage portion or additional 
portion under the scheme shall be entertained unless 
furnished to the Receiver within twelve months from the 
date of the marriage." 

That is a very necessary provision, but it is quit 6 
another matter that the people should not be informed 
how their claims are disposed of. 


Mrs. Margaret Martin sworn and examined. 


1096. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — W hat was your husband’s 
father ? — A labourer. 

1097. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — A nd your own 
father? — A labourer. IIo lived in Duleok. I was 
married in 1879, and I put in tho application in 
1879. 

1098. Arc you a Protestant or Catholic ? — A 
Catholic. 

1099. And yon applied for whatever you were 
entitled to get ? — Yes. 


1 100. Have you any idea why you did not get it ? Mrs. Mnigsnt 

No. When we had the certificate signed by a Justice Martin. 

of the Peace, and the doctor of the district, and I had 
my parish priest’s lines, I thought it should do. 

1101. Mr. Justice O’Btubn. — Was it yourself or your 
husband who sent in the application? — It was my 
husband. 

1102. Dr. Traill. — Did yon hear of any of your 
neighbours getting the money in that year 1 ~ I did 
hear tell of it. 


James Gorman sworn and examined. 


1103. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Did you apply for 
tho Charlton money ? — I did, in 1888. 

1104. Did you get it ? — No. 

1105. What was the reason you did not get it ? — I 
wrote for the forms and got no answer. 

1106. When wei'e you married ? — On June 2, 1887. 

1107. Did you pay 2s. 6 d. ? — I did not. I only sent 
for the forms. 

1 108. Did you get them 1 — No. 

1109. Rev. Dr. Molloy.— T o whom did yon send 
for the forms ? — I got them written for. This man 
I got to write knew the rules, as he got the money 
himsolf before. 


1110. Who was he ? — William Lee, and he said he 
got no answer. 

1111. Did you post the letter ? — I posted it. 

1112. Did you give the address to which the answer 
was to be sent 1 — Yes. 

1113. What was the address? — To Duleek. 

1114. William Lee. — When writing for the portion 
for myself I bud to pay a 2s, 6J stamp for the fomij 
and 1 expected this man would do the same. 

1115. Dr. Traill.— Did you get .the money ? — I got 
33s. in 1883. 

1116. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Was it worth all 
the trouble of writing to get the 33«. ? — It was not. 


George Lallcway sworn and examined. 


1117. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Were you an 
applicant? — I got the money in 1885. 

1118. How much? — £5 5s. 

1119. Have you any complaint to make in regard 
to the working of the fund? — Fes. I think it is 
strange that a man belonging to the Protestant Church 
can receive £25 — the son of n tradesman, and a 
tradesman himself, and his wife the daughter of a 
farmer, when I received £5 5s. 

1120. Is that the same case that we have heard of 
already ? — Yes. The man married in Stockallan. He 
was a stonecutter or stonedresser. 

1121. Dr. Traill. — Do you think he was not a day 
labourer’s son ? — I don’t suppose be would receive from 
30s. to £2 a week if he was. I don’t suppose a farmer 
in Ireland would pay that 

1122. Who was he employed by? — By Mr. Petti- 
crew, in Ardbraccan. 

1123. You are aware that Mr. Charlton left the 
money to the Protestants in the first instance, and 


that the only reason you got the money was that G orge 
there were not sufficient Protestants to claim the 
whole fund? — I was of opinion there was no dis- 
tinction. 

1124. Well, the only reason you got it at all was 
that there were not Protestants to get it; and if you 
got five guineas you ought not to grudge the £25 to 
the Protestants, and you ought to know that publicly t 
— He made no distinction in his will, so far as I heard 
it read here, to give it to the Protestants. 

1125. The parties must be married in the presence 
of the Protestant clergyman and the churchwardens? 

Is that the correct wording of the will? 

1126. Yes ; and you are getting a large boon for the 
reason that there are not enough Protestant claimants? 

— They are breaking the will by giving the money to 
tradesmen, and I think it should be divided equally. 

1127. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You complain 
that the surplus is lessened both by admitting trades- 
men, and by the increase of the portions from the six 
guineas fixed by the will to £25. 
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John JReitty sworn and examined. 


1128. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Did you get any 
of this money'! — I got no money. 

1129. In what year were you married 1— In 1885. 

1130. How did it happen you did not got it? — I 
wrote to Mr. Bond, and he told me I was not entitled 
to it— that I should put in my claim within a, year of 
the marriage. I was four months late before I heard 
of the portion. I wrote for the forms, and lie wrote 
to me stating that I was entitled to the money. I 
wrote again, and he sent back an answer to send for 
the forms, and to send 2s. 6tf. in stamps. Tie sent 
me the forms, and got them back. 


1131. Did you send the 2s. G d. ? — Yes. 

1132. After ho told you you were late he sent you 
a form, and you paid 2s. Gd., and filled it up, and you 
did not get the form back? — Yes, that is so. 

1133. Rev. Dr. Mobloy. — Was yonr father a day 
labourer? — Yes. 

1134. Dr. Tkaibl. — Have you got tho letters ? 

No. 

1135. You did not keep them? — No. 

1 1,36. In what month did you make the application 1 
— In September. 


1137. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The reason why 
we have heard all these cases is, not that we have any 
power to go back on anything done wrong in the 
past, hut to see what changes ought to be made in 
the future. We have heard a good many instances to 
show that it would he advisable that, if wo should 
keep the fund for portions, the people should know 
how their applications were dealt with. The testator in- 
tended this money to go, in portions of .•£6 Gs. each, 
to people married in the presence of the clergy and 
churchwardens of his own persuasion. There were 
not enough Protestants to claim the fund, and the 
complaint made is that certain persons should get 
different amounts from others, and more than the 
testator fixed, and also that the others get only 
precarious sums. It is hard to go back now upon 
what has been done, but we will take the whole case 
into consideration, and do what we can to provide 
ihat in whatever way the fund is administered there 
shall be as little abuse as possible. We must give 


great attention to tlio views of the clergymen on both 
sides, and to the difficulties of the proofs. A great 
dual can he done in simplifying the procedure, pre- 
venting frauds, and avoiding poor people being put 
to expense and then disappointed. An important 
matter I should mention is that tho County Longford 
is interested in tho Charlton charity as well as Meath 
is, and wc have heard from tho Protestant and Roman 
Catholic Bishops and from others requests for 
an opportunity of stating their views on tho matter. 
Wo must appoint an early day to go to Longford to 
hear the same class of evidence that wo have heard 
hero to-day, but I hope tho Longford people will un- 
derstand that we have no power to reopen decisions on 
claims made by people married years ago. Wo can 
deal only with the future management of the fund. 
We will fix a day as soon as Mr. J ustice O’Brien and 
I can arrange to go to Longford. 

Adjourned. 


Yen. 

Archdeacon 


THE CHETWODE AND STEARNE CHARITY. 
Yen. Archdeacon Nugent examined. 


1138. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Wehad evidence 
submitted to us yesterday from Mr. Graves to the 
effect that this fund has been accumulating. How do 
you want it applied so as to go as nearly as possible 
.’according to the wishes of the testator? — The accumu- 
lation is very small, and the thing is working exceed- 
ingly well under the programme drawn up by the 
Vice-Chancellor. We want a qualifying examination, 
.and to let the fees be £25 as a maximum, varying 
with the answering of the candidates. Sometimes they 
go as low as £10. The only thing we want is power to 
apply it according to the rules of the Meath Diocesan 
scheme. For example, it sometimes happens that 
tradesmen do nbt want indentures, and we want a little 
elasticity in that direction. We are anxious to put 
boys to Kildare-place Training College and to pay for 
their training there as teachers — not to make them all 
apprentices. 


1139. You want to extend the fund to other things 
besides trades, &c. ? — Yes. 

1140. Who are the trustees ? — Tho Bishop of Meath 
and the Rector of Ardbraccan for the time being. 

1141. Do you want any alteration in th e trustees ? — 
No ; we only want more elasticity in the way of appli- 
cation. 

1142. You don’t want tho fund put under the Meath 
Diocesan Board ? — No, we wish to keep it under the 
same trustees. 

1143. Professor Dougherty. — Has Mr. Keene any- 
thing to do with this scheme? — Not so far as I 
know. 

1144. Have you heard the letter from the Commis- 
sioners of Charitable Donations and Bequests. (Letter 
read). That gives us jurisdiction to deal with the 
fund if you want wider powers ? — Yes. 
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PUBLIC SITTING— FRIDAY, MAY 2, 1890. 

At the Courthouse, Longford. 

Present:—' Tlic Right Hon. Lord Justice FitzGib 30 n, and the Right Hon. Mr. Justice O’Brien, 
Judicial Commissioners; and the Rev. Gerald Molt.oy, d.d., d.sc., Anthony Traill, Esq., 
LL.D., M.D., p.t.c.d., and Professor Dougherty, m.a.. Assistant Commissioners. 

The Assistant Secretary, N. D. Murphy, was in attendance. 


Lord Justice FitzGibbon made an introductory statement. 


The Right Rev. Dr. Shone, Lord Bishop of Kilmore, sworn and examined. 


1146. Lord Justice FitzGtbbon. — M y Lord Bishop, 
yon represent the diocese of Ardagh 1 — Yes. 

1146. Is the whole of the county Longford in Ardagh? 
— All hut a very small portion, which is in Meath. 

1147. What are the views of yourself and of the 
Diocesan Council on this matter? — We have been 
considering the matter as carefully as possible, and 
some have been in favour of allocating the money for 
educational purposes. My own feeling does not go 
with that view. I think it is but right that we should 
retain it for its present purpose. I have a letter from 
the Lord Bishop of Meath, who was unable to attend 
here, in which he says : — 

“ Mr dear Loud Bishop, — l quite agree with you that 
in changing the disposition of the Charlton Trust Fund, 
say for educational purposes, members of the Church of 
Ireland alone should be consulted, as it was undoubtedly 
the purpose of the testator that the fund should be applied 
solely for the benefit of members of that Church.” 

1 148. Mr. Justice O’Brien.— T hat letter appears to 
have been written by Dr. Reichel under the idea that 
the fund should be confined to one religious denomi- 
nation. I don’t see how Dr. Reichel, after the pro- 
ceedings at Navan, could have supposed that it would 
be confined to any one denomination in any event. 
He could not have been left under that impression, 
I think. 

The Bishop of Kilmore. — However, the present ar- 
rangement does not absorb all the fund available, and 
I have given a good deal of thought to the matter, 
and have had a good deal of conversation with 
persons interested, both in the diocese of Ardagh 
and in Kilmore, and our idea seems to be, and I 
respectfully put it before the Commissioners, to ex- 
tend the area to the adjacent counties of Cavan and 
Leitrim. Both those counties touch on Longford. 

1149. Mr. Justice O'Bhien. — T o extend the benefit 
of the fund for marriage portions for girls of these 
counties ? — If that were done, from my own know- 

. ledge, a good proportion of the fund would be 
absorbed for marriage portions for girls properly 
qualified to avail themselves of the benefit of the 
Charlton Bequest. That is what I principally put 
forward, and my views will be sustained by some who 
are practically aware of the working of the fund, 
and of its distribution, — to extend it to the counties 
of Cavan and Leitrim for marriage portions for girls, 
members of the Church of Ireland, in the first instance. 

1150. Dr. Traill. — Why does your lordship re- 
strict it to those two counties, and not extend it to 
all the adjacent counties? — I mention these two 
counties as they touch on Longford. From my intimacy 
with the town of Cavan as Rector, and since then as 
Bishop of Kilmore, I think there would be a large 
number of applicants from Cavan, but I don’t object 
to other counties being included. 


1151. Mi-. Justice O'Brien-. — Except that if tlie The Bishop of 
water were spread over too large a surface it might Kilmore. 
disappear altogether. 

The Bishop of Kilmore. — Quite so. 

1152. Professor Dougherty. — Why not include 
Monaghan ? It has precisely the same rights under 
the will as Cavan. 

Lord J nstice FitzGibbon. — First there come Meath 
aud Longford, adjoining one or other of these are 
Dublin, Kildare, King’s County, Westmeath, Ros- 
common, Leitrim, Cavan, Monaghan, Louth — eleven 
counties in all. 

1153. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — E xtended over these 
eleven counties, as you propose, it would yield a very 
small sum. 

The Bishop of Kilmore. — I suppose it would. We 
agreed to suggest Cavan and Leitrim. 

1154. Dr. Traill (to Wiimess ). — I suppose you 
thought that befoi-e any surplus should be created 
and given to other denominations, the Protestant 
girls should have the same advantages in those 
counties as the Protestant boys? — Certainly — under 
the terms of the will. 

1155. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — You don’t include in 
“ under the terms of the will ’’ that the grant was in- 
tended for those belonging to one Church? 

The Bishop of Kilmore. — Was not it. the intention 
of the testator that it should be for Protestants ? 

1156. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — There was some evi- 
dence as to his own religious profession. 

The Bishop of Kilmore. — But are we not to draw 
an inference from the provision in the will that the 
marriage was to be certified to have taken place in the 
presence of the minister and churchwardens ? 

1157. Mi-. Justice O’Brien. — That was stated, cer- 
tainly ; but in the scheme settled in 1877 by the Court 
of Chancery it was no longer confined to Protestants. 

The Bishop of Kilmore. — But I go back to the will, 
which required that the marriage should he certified 
by the minister and two churchwardens. 

Dr. Traill. — Not only certified by them, but per- 
formed in their presence. 

1158. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Have you had any 
experience of the way in which these marriage portions 
have worked? — I have. I could instance one case ; 
they emigrated to the County Cavan from Longford, 
and got on very well. Cither cases have come 
under my notice also, and they have been most 
satisfactory. Industrious people have been enabled 
thereby to follow their industry. 

1 1 59. Mr. J ustice O’Brien. — It was whilst you were 
rector of Cavan that you acquired that experience ? — 

Mostly. 

1160. They were Cavan boys who married Longford 
or Meath girls ? — Quite so. 

1161. Dr. Traill. — Did they bring the girls from 
Longford? — Yes, the girls came from Longford. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



62 


EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


May 3, 1800 . 1162. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — I suppose your lordship 

— — recommends the extension to Cavan and Leitrim be- 

of cause tliey bc i ong t0 y 0 , lv own diocese 1 — Not at all. 

1163. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — What reason is therefor 
restricting the extension to these two counties? — 
There is no endowment of the kind available for 
Cavan. 

1164. Professor Dougherty. — Does your lordship’s 
diocese embrace Monaghan? — No, that is in the diocese 
of Clogher. 

1165. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — There is a general 
tendency in every denomination for the priest to 
christen his own child first. 

The Bishop of KUmore. — Just so. 

1166. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— The county that 
geographically has the best claim is Westmeath, which 
lies between Longford and Meath. 

The Bishop of Kilmore. — I know there is a vory 
large number of this class of men in Cavan. 

1167. Lord Justico FitzGibbon. — -What was the 
position in life of those who have come under your 
notice? — Two came under my notice particularly. 
They were small farmers not much better than 
labourers. But by their industry they advanced 


themselves in life. In one case they have risen in 
life very much, have increased their holdings, and are 
most prosperous. I never visited any house in the 
parish that pleased me more for its cleanliness, and 
for the industry of both the man and the woman. 

1168. Dr. Traill. — What did they do with the 
£25 ? — They furnished their house and bought some 
cattle. 

1169. Professor Dougiikrty. — Your lordsliip does 
not agree with Dr. Reichel that this form of charity 
lias a tendency to pauperise the people ? — No, 1 don't 
at all agree with that 

1170. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Hu was Rector of 
Trim, and he said “A trust that stimulates to impro- 
vidence and stimulates to perjury is a trust which I 
think ought to' be altered.” Some parishioners were 
fortunate in having clergymen who put a looser con- 
struction on “ day labourers” than others. In one case 
a locum tenons signed a certificate in ignorance, and 
there arc a number of difficulties and abuses that ought 
to be guarded against. Is there anyone who can tell 
us about tlio working of it in this locality — any 
clergymen who have given certificates. We want 
information as regards specific eases. 


Eev. Frederick 

Pottertou, 

MJ>. 


Rev. Frederick Patlcrton, ll.d., Rector of Longford, sworn and examined. 


1171. How long have you been Rector of Longford ? 
— Some months. 

1172. Where were you before that? — I was seventeen 
years Rector of Clonbroney and I was Curate of Killoe. 

1173. All in this county? — Yes. 

1174. Have you during that time known many 
applicants for the fund? — Yes, I dare say nearly two 
on the average each year — more than fifty cases in 
all 

1175. Have all these applicants been successful 1 — 
No. 

1176. Have you known cases of successful applicants 
who were not entitled 1 — That depends on the inter- 
pretation of the terms of the will. 

1177. What interpretation do you put on the will ? 
— When I was a young man we wrote to the Lord 
Chancellor asking for a definition of a “ day 
labourer,” and got a reply, in consequence of which 
there has been a tolerably liberal interpretation applied 
to it 

1178. You are aware that the qualification applies 
to the parents and not to the parties themselves ? — 
Yes. 

1179. When you say “a liberal interpretation” what 
do you- mean 1 — When the man has been a journeyman 
or a workman, say, in a forge, I have certified. 

1180. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — A smith? — Yes. 

1181. And artizans generally ? — Yes. 

1182. And generally, I suppose, all people working 
for -daily wages? — Yes, I do not say that many of 
those have come, but in those cases I would sign the 
certificate. 

1183. Were there many cases in which you signed 
in which the claim was not afterwards allowed ? — I 
don’t remember any except one, and that one was as 
strictly and as honestly due as ever was signed for. 

' 1184. On what grounds was it refused ?— Because I 
would not certify that the churchwardens wore pre- 
sent, simply. They signed a certificate that they 
were. I said it was. not part of my duty to sign that, 
and I declined. .The only thing fiat I should he re- 
quired to certify was that I was present at the mar- 
riage, but they call on us even now to certify that the 
churchwardens were present. 

1185. We had evidence that a man was refused 
because he was a car-driver ? — I would think that was 
very wrong, if he was earning daily wages. 

1186. Professor Dougherty. — You think it wrong 
to confine it to agricultural labourers ? — Yes. I ven- 
ture to say also if there was a man holding an acre of 


land and he lived himself out to me as a day labourer, 
his position would not disqualify him. 

1187. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Even if he had three 
acres and a cow? — Even if he had three acres I don’t 
think I would disqualify him. 

1188. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — If ho is earning 
daily wages in any sort of handiwork, would you sign 
for him ? — I would. That is the rule that operated 
on my mind, seeing that the authorities refused to 
grant it unless on a certificate that they wore day 
labourers. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — But the right, to get the 
money was absolutely lost unless the certificate was 
signed, and we had great complaints in Navan of the 
clergymen who refused to sign because they were 
not satisfied that the parties were entitled, while a 
clergyman in the adjoining parish would sign, so that 
people’s rights depended very much upon the peculiar 
views taken by the clergymen. 

1189. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Can yon give us any 
information as to tbe conduct and career of tbe people 
who received these portions — was it satisfactory ? — 
Yes, in a good many cases. There is one instance I 
remember. In those days the women received the 
money and one of them levanted. The man was a 
lame-footed fellow, and after marrying him she went 
to America. But that is a solitary instance. I dare 
say there might be a little additional jollification 
on the prospect of getting a little marriage portion. 
I have known men to furnish then- houses and to 
buy cattle, and I question very much whether £6 in 
1792 was very much less thau £25 is now. 

1190. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — What sum of 
money would you think to be now of substantial 
value? — Anything from £5 up is of substantial value. 
When you consider how difficult it would be for a 
labourer earning daily wages to save £20, you will see 
that even £5 is of very great advantage. 

1191. Lord Justioe FitzGibbon. — In Navan there 
were a good many cases of refusal of herds ? — I would 
not hesitate for a moment to sign for a herd. 

Rev. Dr. Molloy. — The herds in Longford may not 
occupy the same position as the herds in Meath. 

1192. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Are there anycon- 
siderable number of Protestant day labourers in tbe 
county of Longford ? — There were a considerable num- 
ber in the parish I came from. 

1193. Professor Dougherty. — Do you happen to 
know anything of the condition of the labourers in the 
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adjoining counties of Monaghan and Cavan? — It is 
much the same. 

1194. Then this charity has not resulted in much 
benefit to the class? — I think you will find that many 
of these men who were day labourers themselves and 
springing from day labourers decidedly advanced after 
they got married. 

1 1 95. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Are you in favour of con- 
tinuing to apply the fund for marriage portions? — 
Most decidedly. And I think, as it was extended to 
men in the adjacent counties, it should also be ex- 
tended to women of the adjacent counties. 

1196. Professor Dougherty. — Would you approve 
of appropriating any of it to educational purposes ? — 
I think it would bo a terrible pity to alienate any por- 
tion of a fund that was left for the benefit of a portion of 
our labouring classes to any other purpose whatso- 
ever. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — It is not proposed to 
alienate it from the class for which it was intended, 
but the idea was that it could be more usefully 
applied in some other way for the benefit of the same 
class. 

1197. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — I understand Mr. Pot- 
terton to say that it would be a misapplication of the 
fund to be giving — even to the same class — learning 
instead of bread. Dr. Reichel was, in my opinion, 
entirely under a mistake when he stated that, in his 
opinion, the intention of the fund was to stimulate 


early marriages. I think the testator had the object 
of stimulating industry in humble people. 

Witness. — I think there might be Some extension of 
the marriage ago for men. Men don’t now like to get 
married under thirty. I would propose to extend the 
age for men to forty. 

1198. Dr. Traill. — Would you interchange the 
ages, and put it at forty for the men and thirty for the 
women? — No. I would leave the age of the women 
as it is at forty. 

1199. Professor Dougttf,rty. — H ave you found the 
Protestant peasantry declining matrimony in spite of 
this bribe?— No. There is reasonable prudence. 

1200. It is better for them to many young, and to 
have their families grown, than to many old and 
leave a poor helpless family?— I don’t think it ex- 
pedites their marriage or retards it very much. 

1201. Lord J ustice FitzGibbon. — What woidd you 
regard as the natural and proper limit of age in this 
iDnk oflife? — I should say for men from about twenty- 
four to forty. 

1202. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Or from twenty-one ? 
Very few marry so young as twenty-one. 

1203. Professor Dougherty. — What limit would 
you suggest for the women? — I don’t tliink many 
marry under twenty-ono years of age. I issue licences 
for marriage here, and there are only very few of this 
class under age. Farmers’ daughters often do get 
manied under age if an eligible offer comes. 


Rev. Hill Wilson White, d.d.. examined. 


1204. The people in Meath object to desoribe their 
fathers as “ day labourers." I was for five years in 
Mr. Charlton’s parish, and I was for some time curate 
of Ardbraccan, where tho stone-cutters reside ) my 
rector incurred great unpopularity amongst all his 
parishioners because he would not sign that these 
stone-cutters were day labourers. They are a com- 
munity by themselves. They arc apprenticed, and 
they do the fine work that we see on a great many 
houses in Dublin. Nearly all the Protestant parish- 
ioners are, engaged in these .quarries. They will not 
sign that they are the sons or daughters of day 
labourers. I had a case in which 1 married the couple. 
The girl was a daughter of one of the stone-cutters. 
The man was the son of a small farmer. I had the 
churchwardens in the church. When filling up the 
certificate afterwards neither party would allow them- 
selves to be described as the children of day labourers. 
The one wanted to have herself described as the 
daughter of a stone-cutter, and the other should have 
his father described as a farmer. 

1205. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Your explanation is that 
the people themselves do not wish to be described as 
fulfilling the conditions of the will ? — What is required 
is a definition. 

1206. But your statement is that they do not con- 
sider themselves day labourers ?— They . consider it 
mean and servile to be described as day labourers. 

1207. They say they are not day labourers ? — ‘That 
they are not day labourers in the modern acceptation 
of the term. 

Rev. Dr. Molloy. — And the testator in his will 
restricted the endowment to day labourers. 

1208. — Professor Dougherty. — On the other hand, 
we were, told in Navan that the Rev. Mr. Brownlow, 
of Ardbraccan, nevdr signed ‘ one of tho papers, and 
this caused a great amount of annoyance? — Claimants 
left Ardbraccan and went to Athboy because the 
clergymen there took a different view of it. 

1209. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Your evidence is that 
peoplo were offended, if it was stated that they were 


the sons or daughters of day labourers ? — They would 
be offended if it was put in the marriage certificate, 
but they would not be offended if it was put in the 
claim. 

1210. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — That accounts for 
the rejection of a large number of claims since they 
established the plan of sending for the registry certi- 
ficate. They were ruled out by the dozen, because 
the registry certificate did not correspond, with tho 
claim £— Yes. 

Rev. F. Polterton . — In support of what Dr. Wliite 
said, 1 have known people give in their names as sons 
of farmers where the father had only a patch of land. 

1211. Professor Dougherty. — Can Dr. White give 
us any information as to the operation of the fund 
while he was in Ardbraccan ? 

Rev. Dr. While — I was there for five years. The 
only cases where the fund was misapplied 

1212. Professor Dougherty. — How misapplied ? — 
Foolish marriages were made for the purpose of getting 
the money. 

1213. Professor Dougherty. — Then it encouraged 
foolish marriages?! — The marriages that would have been 
advantageous were ruled out. I believe it would be an. 
advantage if it was to include artizans and journey- 
men,, as Lord Justice. FitzGibbon said he would. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I only said that 
“journeyman” was French for “ duy labourer." 

: 1214. Professor Docohertj. — Are you in favour of 
devoting any portion of the fund to educational pur- 
poses ] — X think it would be better to leave it alto- 
gether for .marriage portions. If used as an educational 
fund it would be used for a class a good deal higher 
tli an the class Mr. Charlton gave it for. I think a 
great deal of educational endowments have been di- 
verted to a class above the class for whom they were 
originally intended. 

Professor Dougherty. — I agree with you in that 

1215. Rev. Dr. White . — I think any surplus might 
be used for that purpose, but it would be wrong to 
use any of it for education until the claims for mar- 
riage portions were satisfied. 
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Rev. Frederick 

Potterton, 
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Rev. Eilf 
Wilson White, 
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Slay 2,1890. 

Colonel 
James Henry 
Doppicg. 


Colonel James Ilenry Dapping sworn and examined. 


1216. I was churchwarden of this parish in 1871, 
and a young man who was married came to me to 
sign the certificate. He asked me could I certify that 
his father was a day labourer. He seemed in doubt, 
but he said that it would be a great loss to him if I 
could not certify for him. As a matter of fact, his 
father was a shopkeeper in the town, and a contractor. 
The son was a carpenter, and his brother was a car- 
penter. 1 said I would leave the matter to Mr. Cotter 
Kyle, who was then Secretary of the fund, and I wrote 
to him and asked him if he could so instruct my mind 
that I could certify with a clear conscience for this 
man. His reply was a very satisfactory thing to me, 
inasmuch as he said he was glad to see. that in tho 
nineteenth century there were still gentlemen who 
hesitated before they put pen to paper. So I declined 
to certify, but he went to another gentleman, and he 
certified for him. I was vevy glad he got it, as in 
other respects he was a most deserving person. 

1217. Mr. Justice O’Bhien. — Did he make a good 
rise of it ? — He click That was the only case of an 
application that came before me as churchwarden. 

1218. Was there ever at any time the practice which 
the testator seems to have contemplated, that the 
persons intending to claim should get the clergyman 
and two chnrchwaidens to he present at their mar- 


riage? — No. I was asked to certify that he was the 
son of a day labourer. I was not asked to certify that 
I lmd been present at the marriage. 

1219. Rev. Dr. Mollot. — S hould you call a herd 
a day labourer ? — I would. 

1220. A smith ? — I would, unless lie was engaged in 
a large foundry. The founder of the Forth Bridge 
was a day labourer. 

Mr. Justice O'Brien. — T here can bo no doubt that 
Sir William Arrol's son could claim it. 

1221. Professor Dougherty. — You have experience 
of the condition of the peasantry in other counties ?- 
Yes. 

1222. Is it your experience that the condition of 
tho married peasantry of Longford is better than the 
condition of the Protestant married peasantry, say of 
Donegal ? — I would not say that. There arc special 
advantages up in the North. 

1223. What are the special advantages? — I think 
there is more industry, and they are more inclined to 
work. 

1224. Then these marriage portions have nob really 
resulted iu any udvantago to the people? — I think the 
sum is too small. Of course, a small sum is an advan- 
tage, but it is infinitesimal. 


James Wilson 
«q., n.L. 


* 


James Wilson, Esq., D.L., examined. 


1225. What I consider necessary is to do away with 
perjury. I believe the magistrate has no choice. He 
must take the declaration. I was morally certain in 
one case that perjury was being committed, but I could 
not refuse. 

Mr. Bond . — This might be got over by extending 
the age. 


1226. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (to Witness ). — 
Would you say from twenty-one to forty in the case 
of men, and from eighteen to forty in the case of 
women ? — Quite so. 

1227. Have there been cases of young men marrying 
old women for the sake of the money ?— I don’t know 
of any. 


Rev. Patrick Meehan sworn and examined. 


■Rev. Patrick 
Meehan. 


Rev. Patrick Meelum . — I beg to express regret at 
the absence of the Bishop of Ardagh, who is in Rome. 
I did not receive notice of this meeting in time to as- 
certain what his views are. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We wrote to both the 
bishops more than a month ago. But jou can, no 
doul^t, give us valuable information. 

1228. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You are Admin- 
istrator of the parish of Longford ? — -Yes ; I have been 
in the parish for fifteen years. 

1229. Yon have not been Administrator all the 
time? — Not all the time. 

1230. You have had to deal, I think, with claims to 
the surplus of this fund ? — That is all. 

1231. About how many on the average each year? 

Possibly two or three each yeai*. 

1232. The amount has varied very much one year 

with another? — Yes. I think that was very re- 

gretable. 

1233. Have you had many applications that wore 
not well founded?— Three or foui-. 

1234. Mr.. Justice O’Brien.— I n what respect?— 
The limits of age, and the fact that they were not chil- 
dren of labourers. 

1235. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Have you known 
any cases where you solemnized the marriage your- 
Belf, or where it had been solemnized by another 
clergyman, and you did not give the certificate, but it 
was afterwards got from somebody else? — Yes. I 
don’t know where they got it, but they got it from 
parties in the town. 

1236. Dr. Traill — Did they get the money after- 
wards ? — I should think so. 

1237. Lord J ustice FitzGibbon. — A clergyman told 
us at Navan that he was only bound to give the cer- 
tificate of marriage. He was asked to give a certifi- 


cate of age, and where he refused, the parties took the 
alternative of going to two householders to sign the 
certificate — has that occurred in your case, also ? — I 
have heard of two or three cases. 

1238. Of course they would not come to tell yon?— 
Certainly nou. 

1239. In cases where the money has been got, and 
got properly, have yon any experience of how it has 
been used ?— My experience has been entirely confined 
to this town. I think, on the whole, I would not re- 
gard it as satisfactory. 

1240. In what respect ? — I think the majority of the 
pere ons were not benefited by it. Those who were 
industrious men emigrated on the money. 

1241. We hod some instances before us — in one case 
a man bought two pigs with the money, and others got 
a bit of land — have you known cases of that kind ? — 
I have not. 

1242. As regards the amount — is it satisfactory fl- 
it is varying. That limits its value very much. 

1 243. You don’t approve of the operation of the fund 
at all ? — I can hardly say that 1 do. 

1244. But, supposing marriage portions to continue 
to be given — as between a fluctuating fund and a fixed 
fund — what sum would you suggest as the amount to 
be given in each case A — I think the sum mentioned by 
the testator, six guineas, would be a proper sum 

Mr. Justice O’Brien. — But six guineas at that time 
represented more than £25 now. 

1245. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Would yon say it ought 
not to be under £5 ? — I think so. 

1246. Dr. Traill. — A labouring man would be a 
long time saving £5 ? — He would. 

1 247. Professor Dougherty. — Do you think it could 
be applied to the education of the same class ? — I think 
it could. There is the Read trust, in Kerry 
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1248. Do you believe that that form of education 
would result in permanent benefit to the class 1 — Yes. 

1249. Dr. Traill. — Does not the National Educa- 
tion fund supply them with a good education? — The 
Rend fund is given as premiums to monitors. 

1250. How would you expend this money in educa- 
tion ? — As a premium to the sons of labourers. 

1251. Professor Dougherty. — Don’t you think 
something might be done to improve the means of indus- 
trial training in the country 1— T think there might be. 
In regai-d to the way the fund is distributed, I think 
it would be almost impossible to distribute it properly 
unless you have some local public authority, such as 
the Board of Guardians. 

1252. Professor DouGiiERTr. — Would not that have 
a pauperizing tendency 1 — 1 don’t think so. 

1253. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Attaching a certain 
stigma to the thing by connecting it with the Board 
of Guardians ? — I don’t think so. 

1254. Dr. Traill. — Besides they are becoming great 
politicians now-a-days ? — Some of them. 

1255. Mr. Justice O'Brien. — H e hopes that may 
alter. 

1256. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Would you con- 
sider that you could make a selection from among the 
applicants. It is obvious that there must either be a 
selection or a division by heads. If there is a division 
by heads the amount must be fluctuating? — I have 
no doubt the principle of selection could be well 
worked by any public body, where everything would 
be done above board, but such selection would be 


very invidious if done by private individuals. As to .ifay 2 . 1690 
the discussion on the interpretation of the word Rep ^T. . 
“ labourer,” I thought where the man was a slater, Meehan’ * 
he was not entitled. 

1257. Dr. Traill. — W hat wages did he receive? — 

From 20s. to 30s. 

1258. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — H ow would he be 
paid ? — By the week. 

1259. Have you treated no artisans as being day 
labourers ? — No. 

1260. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — W ould you consider a 
man who sweeps the street entitled? — Yes. 

1261. What would you say to a herd? — Herds in 
this part of the country are practically the poorest 
class. They get 6s. a week. 

1262. Dr. Traill. — Does not a herd get grazing for 
cattle ? — No ; not even for a goat. 

1263. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Y ou have hod 
difficulty in knowing what is a day labourer, as well 
os anyone else? — I did not say that; I took it to 
mean a man working for day wages, and not as an 
artisan. 

1264. Dr. Traill. — W ould you give the grant to a 
man earning 1 5s. a week ? — I would not go beyond that . 

1265. Do you think 15s. would be a fair limit? — 

I think so. 

1266. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — I suppose what is 
called public opinion — the public opinion of the class 
who would be entitled to this fund — would be against 
its application to educational purposes? — I should 
think so. 


Harry M'Cann, Esq., J.P., sworn and examined. 


12C7. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You are resident 
in Longford? — Yes, nearly forty years. 

1268. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — You have some experi- 
ence in this matter 1 — I took a great interest in it 
when it was first opened. 

1269. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — That is in 1877? 
— Yes. I thought it would do a great deal of good ; 
and it did I believe. I signed the certificates. 

1270. Professor Dougherty. — Could you give us 
an idea of the number of cases ? — Scarcely. . I have 
myself done upwards of fifty. 

1271. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — WLat kind of people 
were they? — I was a large employer of labour, and 
those whom I thought were entitled I put in the way. 
I only know of one case where it ended badly. But 
I think the sum too small. £8 I think too small. 

1272. Professor Dougherty. — How did it end badly 
in that case ? — The man was a dissolute man. 

1273. Mr. Justice O'Brien.— T hat might happen 
with any man. 

1274. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — How did it work 
generally? — A great many got it who ought not to 
get it at all. 

1275. What amount would you fix as the amount 
to be given ? — I think anything under £15 too little, 
and I would select 

1276. How would you select them ? — I would have 
a board. 

1277. How would you propose to form the board ? — 
It is very difficult I would form a board for the two 
counties. 

1278. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Would you give the ad- 
jacent counties any voice ? — Certainly not, till we had 
exhausted the two counties. I think it is perfectly 
clear that the testator meant it to be in the first 
instance for the two counties. 

1279. Dr. Traill. — But it was intended for Pro- 
testants ? — I think it was intended for both. I lived 
With people that knew Charlton ; and there was no 
question in those early days as to the religion of the 
Applicants. All that they did was, that they got the 
certificate of the churchwardens and the minister that 
they were married. 


1280. In their presence 1 — Not necessarily in their Harry M'Cann, 

presence. esq , j.p, 

1281. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We were told at 
Navan, that before the first Chancery scheme they got 
it without religious distinction — what was the certifi- 
cate that was given in those times ? — There was an old 
woman named Mary Hoey who knew persons to whom, 
the money was granted. They would merely get the 
certificate from the churchwardens of the parish and 
the minister that they were married; and she told 
me it was quite sufficient. 

1282. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — She was a Roman 

Catholic 1 — She was. I know of numbers of Roman 

Catholics who got the money. 

1283. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — They got the certificate 
of the churchwardens and the minister that they were 
married? — Yes. 

1284. Mr. Smith stated at Navan that up to 1834 
the Catholics got it without any reservation. Here 
is his evidence : — 

“ 896. Up to 1 834 you say the Catholics got these 
portions? — There was no distinction. 

'• 897. How did they qualify ?— By getting married. 

“ 898. They were not asked to produce any certificate 
signed by the Protestant minister? — No. A Catholic 
clergyman’s certificate qualified them.” 

Witness . — I don’t think so ; because I am acquainted 
with a family in this county who got a certificate. They 
got the six guineas. The marriage took place forty years 
ago. The certificate was signed by. the Rev. Mr. 

Graves, of Kilcomman, and Mr. Little. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There was a new form 
in 1834. 

1285. Rev. F. Potterton. — Is there £ny evidence that 
those parties did not go through some form of cere- 
mony? — I was informed of the case of a Roman. 

Catholic going to the clergyman at Athboy and being 
married by him and getting the money. 

1286. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — A. case like that was 
referred to in Dublin and denied in Navan— are you 
able to state the facts ? 

1287. Dr. Traill. — I think his evidence is quite 
different. It is that he was married by the clergyman . 
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Rev. F. Potlerlon. — Yes. 

Dr. Traill. — That is quite different from what 
was stated in Dublin. 

1288. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — D o you remember the 
case? 

Rev. F. PoUerton. — I only speak from hearsay. 
Mr. Noble in whoso parish it was mentioned about 
the "i"' going and getting married, and getting tho 
certificate and getting the money. 

1289. Rev. Dr. Mollot. — T hen it was well under- 

stood that tkoy were not required to be Protestants, 
but only to obtain the certificate! 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — A s the law stood at the 
time a marriage between Roman Catholics would bo 
perfectly vulid if celebrated by a Protestant clergyman. 

1290. Rev. Dr. Molloy (to Witness). — The parties 
you speak of got a certificate that they were monied ? 
— The sons declared that their father and mother were 
married, and that the Rov. Mr. Graves and Mr. Littlo 
tho churchwarden signed, and they got the money. 

1291. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — A bout what date 
would that have occurred — before 1836 or after it? — 
I fancy it was after - , but I can refer to a case that 
occurred before it in a similar way at Kilglass. It is 
seventy years ago and more. The money was given 
in the same way. 

1292. That is on a certificate that the parlies were 
married, but not that they were married in the 
clergyman’s presence? — Yes. At that time Roman 
Catholics in England were always married in the 
Protestant Church, but in Ireland, Roman Catholics 
married by a Catholic priest at that time could not 
get this money. It would not be a marriage at all, 
and therefore Mr. Charlton, who was a very liberal 
man, might have included the mixed marriages. 

1298. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — He intended to give 
the fund to those who could qualify themselves in a 
legal manner? — At chat time there was scarcely such 
a thing in Meath as a Protestant labourer. 

1294. Dr. Traill. — W as not that perhaps his reason 
for increasing them ? — But tho class did not exist. It 
was not to increase them but to create them. 

1295. Lord Justico FitzGibbon. — H ave you known 
any difficulties about the qualifications for this fund ? — 
We have no difficulty on our ride. 

1296. But have cases been made by those not en- 
titled ? — A great many. 

1297. I believe there were prosecutions ? — Yes, for 
forged certificates. I have known a case in this 
county where I believe one applicant got it three 
times on the one marriage; certainly twice, and I be- 
lieve three times. 

1298. Dr. Traill. — How much did ho get? — £8. 

1299. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — H ow? — By for- 
gery- 

Rev. F. Potterton . — Not at all. There was nothing 
in the certificate to prevent a clergyman signing for 
it over and over again. Now there is a limit, for 
you must do it now within a year. 

1300. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Formerly they could get 
it as often as they applied ? — No ; but it does not imply 
forgery at alL It implies laxness on the part of the 
authorities. 

1801. Lord Justico FitzGibbon— (Having read the 
form of certificate). — How men could be aware from 
the information of “reputable” neighbours that a 
‘ marriage wa3 performed 1 in their presence ” I 
cannot understand. 

Rev. F. Potterton — I don’t wish it to be under- 
stood that I ever signed it a second time, but I was 
asked, and I declined. There was nothing in it to 
prevent its being signed a second time. But I knew 
the man had got the benefit of the fund before, and I 
declined to sign it. 

1302. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — T o claim the sur- 
plus the man or the woman has to make a declara- 
tion. 

Witness. — This is previous to 1877. 

1303. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. —B ut since then it 


could only be got twice by forged certificates ? — Since 
then it could only be done by not checking the caseB 
properly. I have consulted a great many of the laity 
aud tho priests on the matter. 

1304. Rov. Dr. Molloy. — D o you think that the 
scheme of 1877 has worked bettor or worse than the 
scheme before that ? — I think the money is sometimes 
ridiculously small. It is not worth doing anything 
with, and it is liable to be squandered. 

1 305. Do you think it would be better to select a 
limited number, and give not less than £15 to each ? 
— I think so, but I think it should be open to all 
applicants. 

1306. You mean that the present scheme should be 
set aside? — Set aside, us regards the £25. 

1 307. Lord J usticc FitzGibbon. — Y ou think it better 
to have a fixed sum, and therefore there must be a 
selection ? — Yes. 

1308. And that the selection should bo made by local 
people ? — Yes. 

1809. Have you any idea of how a board should be 
formed for tho purpose? — A crude idea. Say the 
chairmen of three boards of guardians of Meath and 
Longford, and two members of the Grand Jury in each 
couuty. 

1310. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — W ould you leave out 
the clergy on both sides ? — I would. 

1311. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — D o you think a 
board so constituted would take the trouble of investi- 
gating these claims ? — I think they ought. 

1312. Professor Dougherty. — What functions 
would devolve on tho board ? — A list of the applicants 
should be sent to thorn from whom they would scloct a 
number to receive £15 each. 

1313. Where would it meet? — In Longford and 
Navan. 

1314. Would they bo willing to undertake this 
trouble without compensation 1 — The governors of the 
Lunatic Asylum at Mullingar meet once a month, and 
this board would have to meet only once a year. 

1315. Dr. Traill. — Y ou would be in favour of get- 
ting rid of tho three attorneys ? — I believe it could be 
done for £100 a year. 

1316. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — W ould yon give the ad- 
ministration of the property to tho board 1 — Yes. 

1317. Dr. Traill. — W ould you give one board to 
the Roman Catholics and another to the Protestants ? 
— I would be for one board. Are you aware that the 
men in the will were invariably Catholics ? 

1318. I don’t believe it at all ? — I will prove it to 
you. 

1319. The Bishop oj Kilmore . — Do you say they 
were invariably ? — No ; but very often. The will was 
before the Relief Act was passed. 

1320. Dr. Traill. — T hat destroys your proposition? 
— The Relief Bill excluded Catholics from voting for 
themselves as churchwardens, but it still continued 
the fine for not acting as sneh. Here is an old book 
on the Penal Laws ; I don’t know by whom it was 
written. 

Mr. Justice O'Brien. — I t is by Mr. Denis Scully. 

Witness . — He says — 

“To be compelled to undertake the office of church- 
warden is a hardship of which the Catholics are entitled 
seriously to complain. " 

That shows they were appointed. 

1321. Rev. F. PoUerton . — It doen not show that they 
were appointed. 

Mr. M‘Cann . — If they were not they would not 
complain. 

1322. Professor Dougherty. — I n the North Pres- 
byterians were often appointed churchwardens. 

Mr. JIPCann . — They were liable to he appointed, 
but they were not allowed to vote for themselves. 
The writer goes on to say : — 

“ Thus, as has been already observed with reference to 
the office of churchwarden, the Catholic is carefully com- 
pelled to undertake the office where it happens to be 
unprofitable and fatiguing ’’ 
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1323. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Yon don't think this fund 
■was intended exclusively for Protestants ? — I do not ; 
but for day labourers. He had everybody about him 
Catholics. 

1324. Mr. Smith said at Navan : — . 

“ 896. Up to 1834 the Catholics got it without any reser- 
vation.*’ 

Witness. — That was the evidence of this old woman 
I spoke of. 

1325. Mr. Smith’s evidence went to show that there 
was no certificate required at that time — that it was 
administered very loosely. 

1326. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — ' That appears to 
have been the case, because the Chancery Scheme of 
1886 was made in consequence of previous looseness. 

Rev. F. Potter ton . — Archdeacon Goold, I think it 
was, who moved in the matter. I think it is all hear- 
say to infer that it was given to Roman Catholics. 

1327. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The suit was in- 
stituted by the Attorney-General at the relation of 
Rev. James Wolfe Charlton — some member of the 
Charlton family, 1 suppose — Thomas Smith, and 
others. 

1828. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Here is Mr. Smith’s 
evidence : I asked him : — 

“ 896. Up to 1834 you say the Catholics got these por- 
tions? — There was no distinction. 

“ 897. How did they qualify ?— By getting married. 

“ 898. They were not asked to produce any certificate 
signed by the Protestant minister? — No. A Catholic 
clergyman’s certificate qualified them.” 


Then Dr. Traill asked him 

"899. That was enough. At the time you refer to, 
when the Catholics got it, was the thing irregularly 
managed ? — I did not say so.” 

Dr. Traill. — I afterwards asked him • — 

“ 912. Did you ever see certificates before 1836 ? — No: 
But I knew Catholics that got them.” 

‘‘913. Did they get them from the clergyman or the 
parish priest? — The Catholic clergy. 

“914. They did not get them from the clergyman and 
the churchwardens of the parish? — I believe that was a 
technical error. 

“915. What were the certificates they got? — The 
Roman Catholic clergyman’s certificate.” 

That was Mr. Smith’s evidence. That was all hearsay. 

Witness . — I think it shows that after the death of 
the testator it was an open question, at all events. 

1329. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.— Ton are of opinion 
that whatever money is applied should be applied 
in fixed sums, and some local board should select 
the best cases, and say whether they are properly 
qualified?— Yes. 

1 330. Professor Dougherty. — Do you think the 
whole of this fund could be usefully applied in mar- 
riage portions ? — I saw a good deal of it, and had a 
great deal to do with it myself^ and I think it could. 

1331. You would be against applying any of it to 
educational purposes? — Yes. 

1332. Then you don’t' agree with Father Meehan’s 
opinions? — I regret very much I do not. 


Rev. Patrick Fitzgerald sworn and examined. 


1333. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You are parish 
priest of Kilglass ? — Yes. 

1334. How far is that from Longford ? — About nine 
or ten miles. 

1335. Have you experience of the working of this 
fund? — I was bom in this county, and I have been all 
my time as a priest (thirty-five yearn) in this county. 
I was administrator of this town, and frequently had 
to sign these certificates. 

1336. What has been your experience of it? — The 
first and worst experience I had before I came to this 
town. I was officiating in a country parish. I found 
that my name had been forged to five or six certifi- 
cates. The parties were prosecuted. I gave evidence. 
I believe that since that there has been no case that was 
not perfectly honest and bona fide. One case came 
under my notice in which the girl had been for years 
residing in Longford. I pressed her as to her birth- 

lace, and she then said. “I was bom in Westmeath.’’ 
asked her, “ "Where did your father die?" and she 
replied that he died in the workhouse in Westmeath. 
I refused to sign the certificate. I said she was dis- 
qualified. 

1337. Did she afterwards get it? — No. 

1338. What is your experience of the utility of the 
fund? — I believe if the sum was increased a little it 
would he of much greater use. I think too small 
Sums are almost worse than useless — 17s. 6dL, 
£2 10s., and soforth. 1 don’t see the use of giving 
such small sums. I would say that anything less than 
£10 would not benefit a man. 

1339. If a sum was to be fixed, what sum would 
you name as being the best — mind, the more money 
the fewer people ?— I would not like to see any worthy 
person excluded. 

1840. But if you give a fixed sum, the larger the 
sum you give to each the fewer the people, and vice 
versa ? — I would say that anything under £10 would 

1341. Dr. Traill.— Supposing there was £300 to 
be distributed, would you rather give thirty portions 
of £10 or twenty of £1 5 ? — I would rather give the £ 1 0. 

1342. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — T en pounds is a sub- 
stantial help? — Yes. 


Mr. Harry M'Cann. — The marriage fees would take 
something out of the money. 

1343. Dr. Traill. — How much would that be? 

Mr. Justice O’Brien. — He could not say that. That 

is a varying constant. 

1344. Lord Justice FitzGibbon to (Witness). — Do 
you consider that the fund ought to be applied for 
marriage portions ? — Yes. I agree with Mr. M‘Cann. 

1345. What class of people should get it — what do 
you say is meant by “ day labourers ” ? — I would say 
a man that is earning his bread, not by technical or 
skilled labour. Herds I would put on, but I would 
not put on tradesmen. I refused to sign certificates 
for carpenters and stone masons. 

1346. Dr. Traill. — You are fpr a definition that 
would exclude a skilled labourer ?— Yes. A man who- 
assists with a hod, if he were getting 15s. a week,.. 
I don’t think that should exclude him. 

1347. Would you consider a man a labourer if he - 
had a pound a week ?— I would say that if a man 
was doing hard labour he ought not to be excluded. 

1348. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Hoy would you. 
suggest that the best cases should be selected ? — If a 
man came to me and he was qualified I would think 
it hard to exclude him. 

1349. But once we come to the principle of selection, 
there must he somebody to select ? — I would be the 
judge in that case myself. I would know my 
parishioners. 

1350. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — But your parishioners, 
might absorb the whole fund? — I don’t see that if a 
porson was deserving of it he should be excluded. 

1351. Dr. Traill — But suppose che different priests 
in the different parishes all brought in persons that 
they thought equally deserving, how would you 
settle it between thorn ? — I never knew a deserving 
applicant, that did not get it. 

1352. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — But suppose there was 
only a sufficient fund to give £10 each to a certain 
number, and that there was a larger number of deserv- 
ing applicants ? — I would exercise my judgment. 

1353. Lord Justice FjtzG ibbon.— B ut whose judg- 
ment ? — I cannot say. 

1354. Mr. M'Cann has suggested a board ?— If t 

K 2 
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thought a board was workable I would think it the 
fairest and best way. But I don’t think it would 
work. 

1365. Professor Dougherty. — What do yon think 
of Mr. M'Cann’s proposal for a board? — 1 think it 
very good, but I don’t think it could be carried out 

1366. Bev. Dr. Molloy. — Tlio endowment includes 
the whole of the counties of Longford and Meath. 
You must therefore have soino common authority ? — 
I think Mr. M'Oann’s method would be very good ; 
but I think it would bo very hard to work. 

1357. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — It is very hard to 
assemble gentlemen in any locality for a mere chari- 
table object ? — In these days people do not work for 
nothing. 

1358. Bev. Dr. Molloy. — You think it cannot bo 
done 1 — I don’t think it can. 

1369. Then you would have no alternative but a 
board in Dublin ? — Be it so. 

1360. Dr. Traill. — Then you would have no 
control over it ? — That is just what I was going to 
say. 

1361. Suppose there were portions for thirty people, 
and all the parish priests thought that they had suffi- 
cient deserving applicants for it, how would you 
arrange ? — I would do my best to give it to the most 
deserving, even if they were outside the parish. 

1362. But suppose you luul thirty applicants in 
your own place? — Perhaps I would. 

1363. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — I don’t think 
you grasp the difficulty. Supposing you had a fixed 
sum representing the present surplus that goes to the 
Roman Catholics, and supposing a number of quali- 


fied applicants to come forward, and bearing in mind 
that you consider a variable amount a mistake, and 
that fixed sums should bo given, do yon see tliat some 
must be selected as being more deserving than others 1 
— Yes 

1364. How would yon select them 1 — I would 
wish, I say again, that some system like what Mr. 
M‘Cann has proposed could be adopted, if it would 
work. 

1365. Dr. Traill. — And you are not prepared to 
put anything iu its place? — I am not. 

Mr. Af'Cann. — I am quite satisfied from my 
experience of these IkmuiIk that every man would 
attend, aud that we would l»e tearing one another for 
the money. 

1306. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — T hat would be a very 
bad principle. 

Rev. Mr Meehan. — I think anything outside of 
a public board where there is a public discussion 
will render it impossible for the proper parties to get 
it. 

1367. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — They will never 
be satisfied otherwise? — I think not. 

1368. Can you give us any practical suggestion as 
to the formation of such aboard? — Mr. M'Cann has 
suggested the boards of guardians; but I suppose 
tliei'e are twenty unions iu these counties. 

Mr. M'Cann. — There are six in Meath. 

Mr. James IF. Bond. — This is the only board of 
guardians wholly iu this county. 

1369. «Dr. Traill (to Mr. Bond). — Have you any 
suggestion to make ?— No. 


William Bond recalled. 


1370. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Since you were 
with us in Dublin we have heard a good deal of 
evidence at Navan. In the first place they complain 
that a fee of 2s. 6 d. is charged 1 — Yes. 

1371. Under what authority is that charged ? — It 
is for the stamp on the statutory declaration. 

1372. I 3 any declaration made by people who are 
claiming the £25 portions 1 — No ; their application is 
certified by the clergyman and churchwardens. 

1373. They told us they had to pay half-a-crown ? 
—No, unless they have to pay it for the marriage 
certificate. 

1374. Have they to send you 2s. 6 d. ? — No. 

1375. But the other people have ? — The other people 
have. 

1376. Then there is no necessity for any person 
to send you half-a-crown who claims the £25 portion ? 
—No. 

1377. We have a good many cases of people who 
complained that they sent in applications that they 
thought were quite right, and that they got no money 
and no answer — what means have they of knowing 
why their applications wore rejected 1— If they apply 
to me 1 will give them information. 

1378. But they have to apply to you ? — Yes, my 
solicitor gets the papers back. 

1379. The only means they have at present is by 
looking at the advertisement of the successful candi- 
■ dates and finding their names not there ? — Quite so. 

1380. Do you think there would be any difficulty 
in giving an opportunity at Longford and at Navan 
to the people to discuss any points 82 regards their 
claims?— I don’t see that there would. 

Bev. Dr. Molloy. — They might have to travel a 
long distance only to find that they were not entitled. 

1381. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Is there any way 
of communicating with them — “ Your claim has been 
rejected on such and such a ground?” — A circular 
could be sent to them. 

Rev. F. PotterUm . — In some cases they were wrong 
in their interpretation, and the people got the money 
afterwards. 


Rev. Dr. Molloy. — I think tlmt usually people 
in that class go to their clergyman for information in 
the matter. 

1382. Dr. Traill. — What becomes of the half- 
crown when they are rejected? — The Inland Revenue 
keep it. 

1388. Lord Justice FitzGuibon. — The first man 
we had was a man named Keegan. He “chanced” 
his wife’s age, as he said, in his declaration, and he 
got no answer ? — The same explanation applies to all 
these. 

1384. John Reilly said he was married in 1885 ; 
that he wrote 10 you, and you said he was not en- 
titled, as ho should have put in his claim within a year 
of the marriage ; that, he wrote again for the forms, 
and that you sent back an answer to send 2s.. 6d. in 
stamps. He sent it, and you sent him the fprras, and 
got them back. He is asked — “ Did you send the 
2s. 6 d.," and he says “Yes." He is then asked — 
“ After he told you wore late he sent you a form, 
and you paid 2s. 6 d. and filled it up, and you did 
not get the form back?” and he replies — “Yes; that 
is so.” So his complaint was that he insisted on 
sending in a declaration after you had told him he 
was late ? — Yes. That must be so. I had a similar 
case lately of another man who insisted on sending in 
a claim also late. 

1385. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — In all the cases were 
the names advertised ? — Yes. 

1386. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — But before the 
list is published all the claims are finally disposed of? 
— They are. 

1387. Therefore they have no opportunity of know- 
ing, till their case is decided, how it is going to be de- 
cided ? — No. 

1388. Nor how their claims are deficient until they 
have been finally dealt with ? — Sir Patrick Maxwell 
communicates with them. 

1389. If the certificate that is sent is all right on 
the face of it, is any inquiry made to verify it? — I 
think not ; but it rests with Sir Patrick Maxwell. 
He writes for further evidence if necessary. 
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1390. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — Do you ever submit 
to Sir Patrick Maxwell applications that are in your 
own opinion doubtful os to the light to get the 
money '( — I send them all in to Sir Patrick Maxwell 
and lie sends them on to the Court of Chancery. 

1391. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — You send them 
on as you get them 1 — Yes, at the end of each year. 

1392. If they are all right on the face of them Sir 
Patrick Maxwell puts them on the list and they are 
dealt with without any further correspondence with the 
Deceiver! — Yes. 

1393. But if any special question arises the solicitor 
sends to the claimant for further information ? — Yes. 

1394. He acts on that information to the best of 
his judgment! — Yes ; and then he puts them' before 
Mr. Brooke. 

1395. And Mr. Brooke brings them before the 
Chancellor 1 — Yes. 

1396. And all that takes place without their 
knowing anything about it! — Yes. 

Rev. F. Potter ton . — 1 have received from Sir Patrick 
Maxwell letters asking for verifications, and in all these 
he states that it is the Chief Clerk who mokes the 
objection. 

1397. Lord J ustice FitzGibbon. — He is technically 
right. 

Rev. F. Votlerton . — But it is not Sir Patrick 
Maxwell. 

1398. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — "Well, it originates 
with him. 

Rev. F. Potterton . — There was one case in which 
the objection of the Chief Clerk was to a man giving 
evidence as to the age of his brother. There was 
thirty years between die two brothers, and therefore 
he said the man could not be of the age ho was 
represented to be, so that they looked very closely 
into it. 

Mr. James W. Bond . — The largest part of the 
property is in Longford, and here it works satisfac- 
torily. 

1399. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — You stated your 
opinion strongly in Dublin in favour of it You said 
something about taking care of your own labourers. 

Mr. Bond.— It is of great advantage to the labour- 
■ers. 

1400. Dr. Traill — And you are in favour of keep- 
ing up the allocation of it for marriage portions rather 
than for education! — I am. 

1401. Would you be satisfied that Meath should 
apply it for educational purposes and Longford for 
marriage portions 1 — If you give us each our property. 


1402. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — But supposing Jfoj/3. ism. 
Longford to be allocated a fixed sum — either Longford Captain 
generally, or for the Protestants — it would follow that William Bond 
there should be a provision for selecting cases. If that 

were done can you give ns any suggestion, os to what 
authority should be formed, either for the Protestants 
or for Longford generally! — Without considering it 
I would not like to give an answer. If you separate 
it the Protestants would give an answer and I suppose 
the Roman Catholics would give an answer. 

1403. But I suppose you would hardly be satisfied 
at either side to distribute the funds by a mixed 
board ! -It would he very hard. I don’t agree with 
Mr. M'Cann that this is for all labourers. I believe 
that tliis will was for Protestant labourers. 

1404. Rev. Dr. Mollov. — The trustees appointed 
by the will were the high sheriffs of the two counties, 
and the Members of Parliament! 

Mr. Bond . — But they had to be Protestants. 

1405. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — They are not so now. 

But how do you get over the argument that for the 
first forty years the marriage portions were given in- 
discriminately to Catholics and Protestants ! 

Dr. Traill T suppose you think the evidence of 

that is very uncertain? 

Mr. Bond . — Yes. 

Dr. Traill. — I think it is absolutely uncertain. I 
don’t behove it at all. 

1406. Rev. F. Potterton. — Will you ask the Re- 
ceiver what the average dividends have been of the 
surplus? 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Seventeen shillings was 
the lowest, and the average was about £8. 

1407. Lord Justice FitzGibbon (to Mr. William 
Bond, the Receiver). — Was there any special reason 
for its falling so low as seventeen shillings ? 

Mr. William Bond,— I think there was a great 
number of Protestant applicants that year. 

1408. Lord Justice. FitzGibbon.- Recollect, Mr. 

Potterton, there is a double circumstance that affects 
the dividend on the surplus. There are the £25 por- 
tions. As a rule, they absorb only half the fund, but 
if there is even an increase of two or three that di- 
minishes the amount of the surplus seriously ; and if 
it so happens that a large number of Protestant claims 
coincide with a large number of Roman Catholic claims, 
it would reduce the dividend very much. It went up 
in one year as high as £1 7. 

Mr. William Bond handed in a return of the dis- 
trict for the last five yeara 

The inquiry then terminated. 
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EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


PUBLIC SITTING— SATURDAY, AUGUST 2, 1890. 

At tko Office, 23, Nassau Street. 

Present:— Right Hon. Lord Justice FitzGibbon and Right Hon. Mr. Justice O’Brien, Judicial 
Commissioners ; and the Rev. Gerald Molloy, d.d., d.sc., and Professor Dougherty, ma., 
Assistant Commissioners. 

The Secretary, Wjl Edward Ellis, ala., ll.b., and the Assistant Secretary, N. D. Murphy, m.a., 
were in attendance. 

“THE COMMISSIONERS OF EDUCATION," AND THE ULSTER ROYAL SCHOOLS 
ENDOWMENTS. 

OBJECTION OF THE LORDS COMMISSIONERS OF HER MAJESTY’S TREASURY. 

Mr. Carson, Q.C., instructed by Patrick Coll, Esq., gb., Chief Crown Solicitor, appeared on behalf ot the 
Treasury. 

C. L. Matheson, Esq., instructed by Messrs. Robinson aud Sons, appeared on behalf of “ The Commissioners 
of Education.” 


1409. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We published our 
original draft scheme for the Royal Schools on April 
30, 1888, and sent a copy to the Treasury. We received, 
considered, and allowed an objection of the Treasury to 
that draft scheme upon another point from that now 
stated, and on Juno 28, 1889, we signed the scheme 
which was brought before the Privy Council on 
November 6, 1889. It was remitted to us for amend- 
ment, still without any objection from tbe Treasury. 
We reconsidered it and signed an amended scheme 
on December 6, 1889, That amended scheme came 
again before the Privy Council on May 19, 1890, and 
it was sent back to us a second time wish a declaration 
directing us to restore several important provisions of 
our original Bcheme, the Privy Council considering it 
undesirable to press certain amendments which it had 
previously directed. We then for the first time 
received an intimation from the Treasury Remem- 
brancer that there was an objection to a prevision 
authorising the superannuation of officers of the 
Commissioners of Education. On its first publication 
in 1888 we sent the draft scheme to the Treasury: 
“ My Lords ” desired us to communicate with them 
through the Chief Secretary ; we did so, and we were 
informed at every subsequent stage that, except in 
those points to which objection was taken, the scheme 
was approved by the Lord Lieutenant and Privy 
Council. The Treasury Remembrancer appeared to 
think that the Treasury objection could be reserved 
until the scheme went for the third time before the 
Privy Council, and we therefore found it necessary 
to point out that the only effect of this course would 
be, if the objection was sustained, to send back the 
scheme to us for a fourth time. To avoid the great 
delay and loss which this would impose on all those 
who are awaiting the completion of the scheme, we 
have appointed this sitting to hear the objection of the 
Treasury, and we have given notice to the Commis- 
sioners of Education that they may discuss the 
objection. 

1410. Mr. Matheson . — The Commissioners of Edu- 
cation have instructed me to submit that you have no 
power to deal with this objection from the Treasury 
now, as the scheme has come back from the Lord 
Lieutenant and Privy Council with particular direc- 
tions, and you have no power to deal with it except 
so far as relates to these directions. 

1411. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The Lord Lieu- 
tenant and Privy Council have no jurisdiction to alter 
any scheme. They can only remit it to ns with a 
declaration, which we would then consider ourselves 
bound to carry out, unless some very cogent reason 


appeared to tho contrary. Wo have, however, had 
several cases in which, where schemes were remitted, 
we have reconsidered them generally, and in some 
instances we have, on further discussion, departed both 
from our original scheme and from the declaration. 

1412. Mr. Matheson. — I submit you have only 
power to deal with matters to which the declaration 
relates, and the declaration of the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council does not relate to this question of superannua- 
tion, but only to the constitution of certain local boards. 

1413. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Under sec. 25, 
the Judicial Oommissionei-s are charged with the pre- 
paration of an amended scheme, and if our attention is 
called, however late, to anything objectionable in the 
scheme, are we not bound to reconsider itl 

1414. Mr. Matheson. — It would appear ,'to me, if 
there is to be any finality at all, when it comes back 
from the Lord Lieutenant in Council with a declara- 
tion, it must; be limited to the matter of the declara- 
tion. 

1415. LonD JusticeFitzGibbon. — Sec.25 says “the 
Judicial Commissioners may thereupon proceed to 
prepare an amended scheme." If I were shown, at 
any time, that there was any objectionable matter in 
the scheme, I would decline to sign it. 

1416. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Do you go so far as to 
contend that it would not be open to the Treasury to 
object to the amended scheme before the Privy 
Council 1 

Mr. Matheson. — I do not think that this Commis- 
sion would have any power to alter it, when it had 
been approved of by the Lord Lieutenant in Council. 

1417. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — There is no finality until 
the scheme is finally approved of by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant in Council. 

1418. Mr. Matheson. — It appears to me there never 
can be finality, if when the scheme goes before the 
Lord Lieutenant in Council, an objection is made 
there, and it comes back with a declaration, some new 
objection may be raised and you proceed to revise the 
whole scheme. 

1419. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — It is no doubt incon- 
venient, but it cannot be helped. If the scheme goes 
back to the Privy Council it would be open to the 
Treasury to come forward and object there. 

1420. Mr. Matheson. — It would really go back to 
see whether the amended scheme carries out satis- 
factorily the declaration with which it was sent back. 

1421. Mr. Carson , q.c. — T he Privy Council have no 
legislative power in the matter at all. 

1422. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — There is no power 
in the Lord Lieutenant or Privy Council to compel 
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the Judicial Commissioners to frame the amended 
scheme in any particular form. If it does not satisfy 
them they can merely remit it to us again with a 
further declaration. The Treasury could never be 
got rid of by telling them that they had missed their 
opportunity before the Privy Council, nor can we 
overrule their objection without considering it, merely 
because they did not make it sooner. The only effect 
of our refusing to hear the objection now would be a 
loss of at least four months if the Privy Council sent 
it back to us for consideration. The Treasury seemed 
to consider that they were in a better position than 
anybody else, and could get the Privy Council to give 
effect to their views; they did not even think it 
necessary to read the papers that we sent them, but 
we have disabused their minds on that subject, and 
now we ought to hear them. 

1423. Mr. Mailman . — If you decide that you can 
now hear the objections argued I will not take up 
further time. 

1424. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We consider that 
we ought to go into it now. In the excellent minute 
sent us by the Treasury, it is first submitted “ that 
the moneys voted by Parliament under the 53 
Geo. IIL, cap. 107, and 17 and 18 Vic., cap. 94, 
are not an educational endowment." W e need not 
discuss that question, for we never regarded these 
moneys as an educational endowment The clause 
in question was framed under section 9, of our Act, 
which provides as follows : — 

“ The Commissioners, with the coaseat of the Commis- 
sioners of Education in Ireland, may by any scheme confer 
upon the said Commissioners of Education any such further 
additional or amended powers as may appear necessary 
or expedient for tlie management of the endowments vested 
in the said Commissioners, or for the efficient exercise of 
the powers of the said Commissioners." 

The draft scheme, a copy of which was sent to the 
Treasury in April, 1888, and every subsequent edition 
of the scheme contains this provision : — 

“ The Commissioners may, with the consent of the Lords 
of Her Majesty’s Treasury, grant to any secretary or other 
officer in their employment (whether appointed before or 
after the date of this scheme), who otherwise than through 
misconduct shall become’ incapable of further duty, a 
reasonable superannuation allowance, to be fixed with due 
regard to the length of his service, and to the emoluments 
and other circumstances of his office and employment, not 
exceeding the amount to which, under similar circumstances, 
might have been granted to such secretary or other officer 
under the Superannuation Acta, 1859 and 1884, if holding 
office directly from the Crown in the Civil Service of the 
State. No person shall, after the date of this scheme, be 
appointed by the Commissioners to be such secretary or 
other officer until he shall have obtained a proper certificate 
from the Civil Service Commissioners. Every superannua- 
tion so granted as aforesaid shall be defrayed as part of the 
incidental expenses of the Commissioners." 

That ia the clause to which the Treasury now 
object. 

1425. Mr. Carson, Q.o. — We say it is not within the 
power of this Commission. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We will hear you on 
that, 

1426. Mr. Carson, Q.o. — These appointments by the 
Commissioners of Education in Ireland arose under 
53 Geo. m, chap. 107, section 4 ; that section gives the 
power of creating the office of secretary, with a salary 
not exceeding £700, and also of appointing such other 
officers as they may think necessary to carry out the 
work. They are to certify to the Lord Lieutenant a 
sum adequate to defray the expenses of the said officers 
and the incidental expenses of the Board ; and it was 
provided, by the 17 & 18 Via, chap. 94, that that sum, 
instead of being paid out of the Consolidated Fund, 
should be paid out of the votes of Parliament. 
This Act of 53 Geo. III. gives no power whatever to 
create .any superannuation allowance for any of the 


officers of the Commissioners of Education, aud if any August a. mo. 
officer appointed by the Commissioners of Education ^ — 
had been granted any superannuation allowance under ^ ar3on ’ 
that Act, the Treasury might say “ we won’t pay it," 
and any such attempt would be entirely ultra vires. 

The Act itself is specific as to what charges may be 
raised against the Consolidated Fund, and which the 
17 & 18 Vic. requires should go before Parliament. 

When the Act of Geo. IIL was passed there was no 
such thing as superannuating civil servants at all ; and 
it cannot be contended the Commissioners could create 
a superannuation as an “ incidental expense ” of the 
Board. I therefore think it is quite plain, on the true 
construction of the Act, that it did not contemplate 
superannuation, and there is nothing in the Act, as I 
Bubmit, to enable the Commissioners to give such 
superannuation. The Act under which you are acting, 
no doubt, gives you a right, in the words of the 9th 
section, with the consent of the Commissioners of 
Education, by any scheme, to confer upon the said 
Commissioners any such further, additional, or amended 
powers, as may appear necessary or expedient for the 
management and control of the endowments vested in 
or controlled by the Commissioners of Education, and 
for the efficient exercise of the powers of the said 
Commissioners ; but how does that create a right to 
give superannuation allowances 1 


1427. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — The Superannua- 
tion Act says that no person shall be entitled to 
superannuation unless his salary is provided out of 
the Consolidated Fund or out of money voted by 
Parliament. These officers are paid in that way. 
Do they not then come under the policy of the 
Superannuation Act? 

1428. Mr. Carson, Q.c. — No, I respectfully submit 
that it does not follow that every person who is paid out 
of money voted by Parliament is therefore entitled to 
superannuation. These officers were not appointed 
by the Crown, they have been only appointed by the 
Commissioners of Education, and the Government or 
the Treasury have not had the slightest voice in their 
appointment. 

1429. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — No superannua- 
tion can be granted under this scheme except with 
the consent of the Treasury, and we propose to give 
them a voice also in fixing the staff, aud to regulate 
their qualifications. 

1430. Mr. Carson, Q.o. — The Government or the 
Treasury have not any voice in the selection or 
appointment of the secretary or officers of the Commis- 
sioners of Education. 


1431. Lord Justice FitzGibbon, — But a great 
number of people are entitled to superannuation who 
are not appointed by the Treasury. 

Mr. Carson, Q.c. — Yes, but under Acts of 
Parliament. 

1432. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — If it was an 
“ incidental expense ” to pay an officer during sick 
leave, and if that was certified to the Lord Lieutenant 
and was considered reasonable, it appears to me the 
money must be provided by Parliament. The illegal 
conduct of the Treasury with regard to this depart- 
ment has been the subject of several reports to 
Parliament. The Commission of 1880 reported that 
a portion of Mr. Fleming’s salary was illegally thrown 
on the endowments, and that the Parliamentary grant 
was inadequate to the expenses of the Commissioners. 
The former report of 1858 refers to the same illegality 
as even then existing. We propose now to give the 
Treasury control over the superannuation of these 
officers, and to prescribe their qualifications, instead 
of continuing the illegal system of paying them out of 
funds which the Commissioners have no right to 
charge wish these expenses. 

1433. Mr. Carson, Q.o. — I assume the Treasury may 
have acted illegally at one time, but what 1ms that to 
sav as to whether there is a right to give a super- 
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animation allowance without an Act of Parliament, 
■when the statute does not give any such authority. 

1434. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Would it bean 

“incidental expense” to pay an officer during sick 

leave 1 . 

Mr. Canon, Q.C. — Sick leave is entirely different 
from superannuation. An officer on sick leave is still 
in the service of the Board. 

1435. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — But the object 
of the superannuation code is to provide for people 
who are disabled, instead of leaving them to starve, or 
retaining them on salary after they have ceased to be 
efficient. 

Mr. Carson, Q.c. — But a man on sick leave is sup- 
posed to be only temporarily absent. It does not come 
in as an “incidental expense," but tho Board grants him 
his salary while he is sick, and if he gets letter lie is 
supposed to resume duty. Superannuation is a special 
favour under an Act of Parliament, and such a favour 
as was not known when tho Aot of Geo. III. was passed. 

1436. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — It was because it 
was not known that the superannuation system was 
introduced. The question is whether this is a depart- 
ment to which we are right in asking that the super- 
annnation system should be extended, as a beneficial 
additional power. 

1437. Mr. Carson, Q.c. — The seventh section of your 
Act does not give you any power over the question of 
pay or superannuation at all ; it only gives you the 
power of granting to officers what inay be necessary 
for the management of the endowment. It only gives 
you power to deal more fully with the endowment, and 
if you put these superannuations on the endowment, 
of course the Treasury have nothing more to say. 

1438. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We cannot put it 
on the endowment. It has been reported to Parlia- 
ment again and again that the Commissioners have 
been forced by the insufficiency of the Treasury Grant 
to act illegally in putting these charges on the endow- 
ment. But because the Treasury won’t give them the 
money which the Act of Parliament has ordered them 
to provide, wo are not to perpetuate the illegality. 

Mr. Carson, Q.c. — They could have proceeded by a 
• petition of right. 

1439. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — How canyon by 
petition of right get money voted by Parliament 1 

Mr. Carson, Q.C. — 5Tou can get a petition of right 
to the Crown and ask to have it adjudicated on. 

1440. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — This is not a 
matter for a petition of right. 

1441. Mr. Ccurson , Q.c. — Then I submit there is no 
Act giving power to charge these salaries against the 
Treasury. 

1442. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — They must provide 
the expenses of the Board when certified by the Lord 
Lieutenant. The matter for consideration is whether 
it is incidental to the efficient exercise of the powers 
of the Commissioners to relieve them from the alter- 
native of keeping an officer who, like Mr. Fleming, 
has been fifty-two years in their service, after he is 
disabled, or of turning him out to starve 1 

1443. Mr. Carson, Q.C. — It might as well be argued 
that the Educational Endowment Commissioners have 
•power to grant salaries and superannuation allowances. 

1444. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Surely we have 
power to provide by a Scheme for the employment of 
whatever officers are necessary to discharge the duties 
of the reconstituted department. 1 fas the Treasury 
•omitted to notice that no money can be granted 'except 
with their own consent! 

Mr. Carson, Q.c. — If so, there is another way to 
bring it before them. Where there is any question 
as regards superannuation, the procedure is to represent 
the facts properly to the Treasury. 

1445. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — But you say there 
is no power in this case, no matter how properly 
represented, to give any superannuation allowance. 
•If you admit the power, we will settle the matter at 
-once, for all we want to do is to make it clear that it 


is within tho power of the Commissioners, in proper 
cases, to apply to the Treasury to sanction superannua- 
tion allowances, and we will gladly insert any reason- 
able limitations you can suggest. 

1446. Mr. Carson, Q.o. — Whore parties who are not 
entitled under any Act of Parliament want to get 
superannuation, the matter must be brought before the 
Treasury setting out the facts. For instance, the 
Treasury never grant superannuation unless tho party 
seeking it had his whole time employed in tho 
exorcise of tho duties of the offico in respect of which 
ho seeks it. 

1447. Lord Justice FitzGibbon.- -These officers have 
hitherto given their whole time, and wo propose that in 
future they shall obtain Civil Service certificates. 
Are you satisfied to allow us to insert a clause 
which will meet tho difficulty here, and introduce 
proper safeguards 1 

1448. Mr. Coll, c.b. — Where an appointment is held 
direct from the Crown, the Treasury can fix a salary 
to the appointment, and grant superannuation. The 
officers in this case do not hold their appointments 
direct from the Crown. 

1449. Mr. Carson, Q.C. — In cases where there is no 
superannuation provided by the Act of Parliament, 
it is sometimes done by a representation to the Lord 
Lieutenant, who considers the matter. 

1450. Lord Justico FitzGibbon. — If you admit tlmt 
it can bo done by any means, we will alter the clause 
in any way you wish, if you will give us your 
valuable assistance in framing it. 

1451. Mr. Carson, Q.c. — I am instructed to resist 
such a clause. 

1452. Lord Justico FitzGibbon. — Then don’t say 
these people can got superannuation by a representa- 
tion to the Lord Lieutenant. If they are loft as they 
are, let it be distinctly understood that it is because 
the Treasury say thero is no power whatever at 
present to give them any superannuation, and refuse 
to allow us to confer that power. 

1453. Mr. Carson, Q.c. — Ii there is not an existing 
power, you must show under some Act how the 
power arises to give it to them. 

1454. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — It is a power 
expedient for the efficient exercise of the powers of the 
Commission. 

1455. Mr. Carson, Q.c. — You cannot take a 
different meaning from the words incidental expenses 
of the Board, having regard to the words of the 
4th section of the Act of George III. There was 
no superannuation at tlmt time for any person 
appointed under that section. The incidental expenses 
contemplated were something different from the 
salaries paid to the secretary or officers. There 
is nothing in any section about granting a right to 
superannuation. As time goes on, the secretary of 
the Commissioners may have nothing to do, yet the 
Treasury are to be bound by a declaration, that in 
respect of an office, over which they have no control, 
and. when you have no specific power given you by 
the Act, yon may yet create a superannuation in 
respect of services of an entirely different character 
from these contemplated under the Superannuation 
Acts. 

1456. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — That is a mistake. 
The reference to the Superannuation Act in the Scheme 
is for the purpose of imposing a limitation. The 
Commissioners of Education wanted an unrestricted 
power, and we refused to give any power which would 
not be warranted under the Superannuation Acts. 
You cannot blow hot and cold. If there is a power to 
limit the conditions, why not give the po wer to -grant 
•the superannuation ! 

1457. Mr. Carson, Q.c. — This is a clause putting-the 
secretary and officers of the Board of the Commis- 
sioners of Education as regards superannuation in as 
good a position as persons who are appointed by and 
hold their offices direct from the Crown. 

1458. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — No, but even the 
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Treasury irmy not consent to a grant of any allowance 
to which the officer would not be entitled if he held 
office direct from the Crown. 

1459. Mr. Carson, Q.c. — You wont to put him in 
the same position as a party holding direct from the 
Crown. What wo say is that these words, “ inciden- 
tal expenses," on the construction of the section, are 
specifically limited to something entirely different 
from superannuation. You cannot in such a case, 
without express enactment, give superannuation. 
Superannuation has never been given except by express 
enactment. Even where there is express enactment 
the Treasury may refuse to grant it without full 
inquiry. You are taking a power to grant to any 
number of officers the Commissioners of Education may 
think proper to appoint, a superannuation allowance 
never contemplated by the Act. 

14G0. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — Certainly not. 
The Commissioners cannot appoint any officer at all 
without the cousent of the Treasury, nor can they 
give any superannuation whatever without the consent 
of the Treasury. That they are not likely to sanction 
any improper charge 6n tho public fluids is attested in 
the case of this particular department by their persis- 
tence, notwithstanding the Reports of 1858 and 1870, 
in continuing to force the Commissioners to make 
payments out of the endowments to their officers 
which ought to liave been charged on the Parliamen- 
tary Grant. 

1461. Mr. Carson, q.c. — This is merely a question 
of construction. I fail to see anything in the original 
Act,- or in the Act constituting this Commission, to 
place these charges upon money that must be voted 
by Parliament. 

1462. Mr. J latleson . — I appear for the Commission- 
ers of Education in Ireland, and it appears to me that 
Mr. Carson lias been arguing a different proposition 
from what is really before this Commission. He 
argued as if the Scheme proposed that the Commis- 
sioners should have this power without the consent 
of the Treasury, whereas all it does is to enable the 
Treasury, if they think proper, to granta superannuation 
allowance to the secretary and other officers of the 
Commissioners of Education as if they were persons 
holding office under the Crown, pursuant to the Super- 
annuation Acts. The words of section 9 are wide 
enough to give that power. If this Commission is of 
opinion that it is necessary and expedient for the due 
management of the endowments, and the discharge of 
the Commissioners’ functions, that they should have 
their officers placed on the same footing as other civil 
servants who would be entitled in certain events to 
superannuation, I utterly fail to see what there is in 
the seventh clause of the Scheme beyond tho powers 
given them by 48 & 49 Vic., cap. 78, sec. 9. My 
learned friend is on the horns of a dilemma. If he 
admits that the Treasury have power to grant super- 
annuation allowances in other cases when they think 
fit, and as may be necessary and expedient, they must 
have power to grant superannuation allowances 
to the officers of this department. It is ridiculous 
to suppose that the Commissioners of Education 
must keep on a secretary who is past his 
work, or must cut him adrift to starve after 
long and efficient service. I apprehend that under 
such circumstances it would be difficult to get a 
man of intelligence and education to accept the office 
if liable to be sent adrift without superannuation. 
The thing lies in a nut-shell. It all turns on the 9th 
section, and wider words could not possibly be selected 
to give power to this Commission. My learned friend 
says there is no Act of Parliament to enable superan- 
nuation to be given to tho officers of the Commis- 
sioners of Education, but you are now framing an Act 
of Parliament, and the question is wbat is expedient 
and necessary to insert in it. 

1463. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We must know 
definitely is it the position of the Treasury that, within 


no limits, and under no conditions, is there to be any Augu st , 1890. 
provision for the superannuation of any officer of the jj r . Mat hewn, 
department in question. 

1464. Mr. Carson, q.c. — That is my instruction. 

My contention is that there is no power whatever to 
create a superannuation. 

1465. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — Your argument is that 
the words “expense of officers” and “incidental ex- 
penses " at the time of the Act of George 1H. did not 
cover superannuation, and therefore that they don't 
covor it now 1 

1466. Mr. Carson, Q.c. —That is my argument ; and 
none of tho Superannuation Acta touch these appoint- 
ments. 

1467. Mr. Justice O’Brien. — What is your view, 

Mr. Matheson 1 

1 468. Mr. Matheson. — Under this original Act there 
was no power of giving a superannuation allowance 
until the Superannuation Act came in to deal with 
the case of civil servants. The Treasury, when 
asked to sanction a superannuation allowance for 
an officer of this Board, would say — “ W e have no power 
to do so, because he does not hold office directly from 
the Crown," and the power to give superannuation 
on a petition to the Lord Lieutenant is limited to 
civil servants of the Crown. Your Act of 1885 then 
conies in, and, as I take it, gives you power to put 
the Commissioners of Education on what you consider 
a proper footing, and to confer upon them any additional 

powers which may appear necessary or expedient for * 

the efficient exercise of their powers. Apart from 

express words referring in detail to superannuation, it 

would be very hard to construct general words of 

wider import than these words. If you come to the 

conclusion that it is expedient, in order to have 

proper management, that they should have proper 

officers, such as the ordinary civil servants are ; and 

if yon come to the conclusion that proper men cannot 

be secured without a superannuation allowance, I 

submit you have power to give this power, at all 

events, subject to the consent of the Treasury, who are 

to be supreme in the matter. You see the difficulty : 

They have a secretary ; he remains in their service for 
a number of years, and he becomes unfit for the office 
by reason of advancing years or infirmity ; in that con- 
dition you must either cast him adrift or keep him on, 
although he is unfit to discharge the duties of the 
office. Either alternative is unreasonable. There are 
two classes of civil servants — one entitled, as of right, 
to superannuation ; another olass not necessarily entitled 
to compensation, but to whom tho Lord Lieutenant 
and Treasury have power to grant superannuation, if 
they think fit. We only want to have one officer put 
on the latter footing. Y ou are now constructing an Act 
of Parliament, and if the case of these officei-s came 
within the existing Superannuation Acts, there would 
be no necessity for the provision of the Scheme. It 
is your function to put the Board on a proper per- 
manent footing, and one of its necessities is to have a 
properly qualified and properly remunerated staff, 
placed in the same position, as regards superannuation, 
as others holding office direct from the Crown. 

1469. Mr. Carson, Q.C. — You might as well argue 
you could increase the secretary’s salary to £2,000 a 
year. 

1470. Lord Justice FitzGibbon. — We certainly 
could increase the salary if it wa3 limited to, say, £20 
or £30, or any sum inadequate for the efficient exer- 
cise of the powers of the Commissioners. 

1471. Mi-. Carson, Q.c.— I should certainly contend 
not, where the money is to be voted by Act of Parlia- 
ment, and no practice creates a right which did not 
previously exist. How could it bo done in reference 
to an office over which the Treasury or Government 
have no control ? 

Mr. Matheson. — It could not be contended for one 
minute that if the salary was inadequate it could not 
be increased. 

L 
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ivgmn, 1800 1 4 7 2. Rev. Dr. Molloy. — You maintain that the 

right to provide au adequate staff would involve a 

power to put the cliargo on the Treasury. 

1473. Mi-. 3. fdilusnn . — It would include the power, 
which admittedly exists, to give a salary to an officer. 
Suppose, for instance, there were only two officers, 
audit was considered a third officer was absolutely 
necessary for the due management of the business of 
the re-constituted Board, you coukl direct the Treasury 
to provide for it. 

1474. Lord Justice FrrzGir.nos. — Supposing, in- 
stead of diminishing the powers o? the Conimissioiiers of 
Education we lnul greatly increased them — and there 
is no doubt that we would have the power to do so — 
the increased expense should he defrayed by Parlia- 
ment. The superannuation code is a edle primarily 
for the benefit of the officeis, and I am afraid it is a 
question of jnrisilictiou with us if superannuation, 
however just or desirable for the staff, is unuecessnvy 
to the efficient exorcise of the powers of tlio Commis- 
sioners. 

1475. Mr. Justico O’Biuex. — W o uro empowered to 
do what appeara to us necessary and ex^iodiciit for 
the management and control of the endowment, and 
for the efficient exercise of the powers of the Commis- 
sioners. 

1476. Mr. Molheson. — Surely, that would carry 
with it a power to give the secretary a salary I 

1477. Mr. Justice O’Briek. — A salary it might. 

1478. Mr. Malhesun . — Supposing you said in place 
of salary to give him due remuneration 1 

1479. Lord Justice FitzGikuos — T hat brings us 
back to this point — whether when making the np] (oint- 
ment an efficient man cau he had without the right to 
a retiring allowance. Probably it is only “ penny 
wisdom ” to refuse it, for the amount of salary -should 
be less if n superannuation allowance was attached to 
the office. 

1480. Mr. Mutheson . — You would regard super- 
annuation in the moderate view of wliat was fair and 
ju9t. Every officer after long service requires super- 
annuation, or desires to be in a position that he can 
get it if a special case is mode for it. 

1 481. Lord Justice FitzGibbox. — T he Scheme con- 
templates that no officer shall be hereafter appointed 
until he shall have obtained a proper certificate from 
the Civil Service Commissioner. The object of re- 
quiring this certificate was that lie should ho duly 
qualified, hut if superannuation is refused, and these 
officers are not admitted to the privileges of the Civil 
Service, we must striko out the qualification. 

1482. Mr. Carson, Q.& — Wn have sufficient conff- 
dence in the Commissioners of Education that they will 
appoint proper persons. 

1483. Lord Justice FitzGibcon. — I f you have that 
confidence, you have not read the reports of Com- 
mission after Commission. 

I am afraid it is an inevitable result of the objection 
now made that we must strike out the superannuation 
clause. This is only a continuation of the course which 
has been for a long time pin-sued by the Treasury with 
respect to tins particular department of the Civil 
Service — “The Commissioners of Education in Ire- 
land.” The Act of Geo. III. enacted that this depart- 
ment should bo entirely supported by public funds ; 
first by the Consolidated Fund, and afterwards by 
money voted by Parliament. The secretary was to have 
an adequate salary, not exceeding £700 a year ; and 
such other subordinate officers as were necessary to 
cany out the Act were also to have salaries. The Com- 
missioners were to certify to the Lord Lieutenant for 
such sum as they should deem adequate to defray 
their expenses, and the Lord Lieutenant was authorized 
to direct the Lord High Treasurer to pay out of the 
Consolidated Fund all suras necessary to defray the 
expenses of the Board as to the Lord Lieutenant 
ahonld seem fit. The Treasury had no control at 


tliat time. They got control by subsequent Acts, and 
especially by the Act which put this charge off tlie 
Consolidated Fund, and on to the moneys annually 
voted by Parliament. The Endowed School Com- 
missioners, in 1859, called attention to the misappli- 
cation of the endowments by paying out of the 
Charity Estates expenses which should have been paid 
out of the Parliamentary fund. At page *24-1 in then- 
report the Commissioners point out that the Com- 
missioners have not acted cm any settled principle 
with respect to the charging of incidental expenses 
on the Consolidated Fund, ami that they have placed 
to the account of incidental endowments considerable 
items of expenditure which ought, to have been de- 
frayed out of the general taxes, lu the report of the 
Commission of 1870 the subject is also referred to, 
and the report states : — 

“In other instances also expenses of the Board, including 
even the. costs of the ‘Government Account Sheets,’ were 
thrown upon the property of the schools, and no rule was 
laid down as to wlmt expenses should be charged to the 
Treasury, though the Royal Commissions. |s.5l-S, had 
adverted to the illegality of the payment out of the endow- 
ments of sums which ought to nave been ehargcil on the 
Consolidated Fund." 

A notable instance of this illegality is the charge of 
.filOO a year for the Clerk of the < 'ommissimiers which 
has been divided amongst the school estates, although 
lie is au officer for whose salary the Treasury is bound 
to provide. Then conies our Act of Parliament, which 
directs ns to introduce into our Scheme whatever 
amended powein may appear necessary or expedient 
for the management of tlio endowments, or for the 
efficient exercise of the powers of the Commissioners. 
Under that clause we Framed this Scheme, and when- 
ever it becomes law, we may hope that the new 
Commissioners will see that all their expenses go on 
tlio Treasury, and will no longer illegally shove over 
on the endowments charges which tlio Treasury 
illegally refuses to provide for. But then there' arises 
tlio question — have we any powers to enact tliat a 
superannuation prevision is a payment to lie certified 
to the Treasury 1 Our Scheme proposed to do so 
under every safeguard reasonably necessary, namely, 
subject to the consent of the Treasury, and subject to 
all the limitations which apply to stiporaiinuation in 
other branches of the Civil Service. Is that a power 
“necessary and expedient for tlio management and 
control of tlie cndowiueuta, and for the efficient 
exercise of tlio powers of the said Commissioners”! 
In my opiuion, arrived ut with great regret, it is not. 
In my opiuion, the superannuation code is directly 
and primarily intciulud for tlie benefit of persons hold- 
ing offices, and is only indirectly beneficial to the 
service of the State. Certain departments have 
been provided with superannuation by express legis- 
lation ; others are not within rim provisions of the 
superannuation at all; and ns the Treasury insists 
that we shall not extend to this department the 
provision for superannuation which lias been ex- 
tended to so many other departments of the public 
service, I uni afraid wo have no alternative but 
to yield. We have done our best. We brought 
the matter before tlie Treasury two years and a half 
ago. The Scheme was upon this point twice approved 
by the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council, and upon 
this very point we received from the Castle an intima- 
tion that the Chief Secretary's Department made no 
objection to its provisions ; but at the last moment a 
provision which we consider just and expedient, a 
provision to which the officials at the Castle have made 
no objection, must be struck out, because the Treasury 
insist that, whether with or without their own 
controlling consent, there shall not be any provision 
for superannuation in this one department, although 
it is a department the officers of which must be paid 
out of the public funds. Regretting very much that 
the Treasury will not accept even a discretionary 
clause for the superannuation of these officers, I 
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feel that against the -will of the Treasury it is useless 
to retain the clause. I apprehend that if we kept it in, 
the only result would be an appeal to the Privy Coun- 
cil ; if the Privy Council thought it ultra vires, the 
Scheme, at great loss of time and money, should be 
sent back to us ; and even if the clause was retained, I 
apprehend tho Treasury would refuse to give their 
consent, and so the officers would be none the tetter. 
For these reasons, I regret to say that I think the 
danse must be struck out ; the last act in a persistent 
course of dealing towards this department by which 
it has been deprived of the full measure of support 
from tho public funds to which existing Acts entitled 
it, and which the analogy of other public officers would 
justify it in expecting. 

1484. Mr. J ustice O’Brien. — Lord Justice FitzGib- 
bon has stated my view, that the power does not 
exist to maintain this clause providing for tho super- 
annuation of the officers of this department. In the 


absence of the consent of the Treasury, it is impossible 3, 
under the statute to extend the principle, or for ns 
tc constitute an entirely new class of persons entitled 
to superannuation, not provided for by the superannua- 
tion code. I also regret the conclusion we have teen 
obliged to come to, for I consider it is unreasonable 
to exclude a class of officers of this kind from the 
same benefits in respect of superannuation which 
other civil servants enjoy. 

1485. Mr. Carson, Q.c. — The Treasury would have 
no power to do it without an Act of Parliament. 

1486. Lord Justice FitzGibbox. — Don’t say that 
It might and would have been done without any Act 
of Parliament, and under our Scheme, if the Treasury 
had teen content to allow the Lord Lieutenant and 
Privy Council to approve this Scheme, as has been 
done in other cases, and had not come forward at the 
very last moment with this objection. 

The Commission then adjourned. 


ROXBOROUGH ROAD SCHOOL. 

Letter of Rev. J. F. Gregg in explanation of his evidence. 
(See Evidence, page 36.) 


I write, in explanation, to state that this case 
could hardly be called one of admission to the school. 
The facts are as follows : — In the mouth of June I 
received a letter, in which I was asked by the mother 
of a child to admit her on the grounds (1), that her 
father was a Protestant, and (2), that she, being in 
service, could not attend to her. Not knowing the 
writer, I did not reply to her. About ten days after tho 
mother and child called at my house, after eight o'clock 
at night, and I was asked to receive the child that night 
as the mother had to leave Limerick at eight o’clock 
the next morning and return home. I told the woman 
that 1 knew nothing about her, and that, at most, I 
could only admit the child temporarily, she agreeing 
to receive the child back on my requiring her to do 


so. It was so late I did not like to send the child 
away that night ; as I was going to Kilkee, I intended 
to inquire into the particulars. In a few days the 
child was removed by or on the part of the mother. 
On inquiry I found that the mother had recently 
been married, so that she had not given me her real 
name, nor had she the legal guardianship of the child. 
She had imposed on me — except in the. one matter, that 
the child’s father was a Protestant I did not regard 
the temporary shelter given to the child, pending 
inquiry, as the admission of the child to the school. 

J. F. Gbeqo. 

Limerick, 

July 8, 1890. 
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APPENDIX B. 

DOCUMENTS. 


No. 3+.— SCHEME FOR THE ULSTER ROYAL SCHOOL ENDOWMENTS. 

Amended Scheme. 

No. I. (a.) 

OBJECTIONS 

Lodged with the Cleric of the Privy Council. 

I 

II 

in 

IV 

v 


. The Intermediate Education Committee of the 
General Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church in Ireland. 

. The Presbytery of Armagh. 

. Inhabitants of Dungannon and the neighbour- 
hood. 

. Members of Dungannon Protestant Local 
Board. 

, Inhabitants of City and County of Armagh. 


V I. Local Committee of Protestant Denominations 
in the County Fermanagh. 

VII. William Paul, Member of proposed Armagh 

Protestant Local Board. 

VIII. W. H. Gunning, Assistant Master, Royal 

School, Dungannon. 

IX. J. C. Fox, Townawilly Tenantry School. 

X. Right Hon. Lord de Vesci. 


I. — The Intermediate Education Committee of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church in Ireland. 


I. The Committee object in the strongest manner 
to the constitution of the Protestant Local Boards for 
the counties of Armagh' and Tyrone respectively. 
They are of opinion that these Boards should he 
constituted in the same manner ns the Protestant 
Local Boards for the counties of Cavan, Donegal and 
Fermanagh — viz., by representatives of the various 
Protestant denominations in proportion to then- 
numbers amongst the literate population in the 
several comities respectively. They respectfully sub- 
mit that the constitution of the Beards for Armagh 
and Tyrone, as laid down in the original Scheme sub- 
mitted to the Lord Lieutenant in Council, should be 
restored, and that for the following reasons : — 

1. The evidence taken by the Education Com- 
missioners in Ulster shows that, as a general rule, 
Protestant schools in Ulster, under the exclusive 
control of one denomination have failed, wliilst Schools 
under the management of mixed Boards have been 
almost uniformly successful 

2. In almost every case in which a Protestant 
School has been successfully established in Ulster by 
local effort, and without external aid, the vai-ious 
Protestant denominations have united in its founda- 
tion and management. 

3. In almost every place in Ulster in which the 
Commissioners sat to take evidence, the representa- 
tives of the various Protestant denominations ex- 
pressed theiv desire to work together in the promotion 
of education by the establishment and maintenance of 
common Schools. 

4. A very large majority of the proposed members 
of the various Protestant Local Boards, who are the 
leaders in Educational matters in their respective 
districts, have expressed their decided preference for 
mixed, as opposed to denominational Boards. The 
Committee would refer especially to the minutes of 
the meeting held at Portadown, on June 10th, 1889, 
and to the weighty letter of the Dean of Clonfert, of 
June 9th, 1889. 

5. There are no such differences between the lead- 
ing Protestant denominations in Ulster in regard to 
mutters of religions doctrine and observance as make 


it inoonvenient in practice to educate their children 
in common schools, and all the traditions of the 
Province are in favour of mixed education. 

6. There is a large aud influential Presbyterian 
population in the county of Armagh, and a large and 
influential Episcopalian population in the county of 
Tyrone, in both cases largely consisting of the classes 
for whom Intermediate Education is chiefly demanded, 
and yet neither of these populations has a single 
representative on the Boards of Intermediate Educa- 
tion for their respective counties. The Committee 
regard this as*au indefensible anomaly, and protest 
against it as an attempt to drive the Presbyterians of 
Armagh to seek their education in Tyrone, and the 
Episcopalians of Tyrone to seek their education in 
Armagh, when there is no reason whatever why each 
of these bodies should not share in the advantages and 
have a voice in the management of the education 
provided by public funds for its own county. 

II. If His Excellency in Council should, contrary 
to the earnest protest of this Committee, approve of 
the amended constitution of the Local Protestant 
P>oards for the counties of A rmagh and Tyrone, the 
Committee object to tire proposal for throwing the 
Protestant share of the Armagh and Tyrone Endow- 
ments into a common fund mid dividing them equally 
between the Armagh and Tyrone Protestant Boards. 
The Committee object to tills proposal as inequitable 
and artificial, and as evidently tending to give an 
undue advantage to the Armagh Local Board. 

1. This Committee, when the original Scheme was 
under the consideration of the Privy Council, whilst 
strongly supporting the principle of mixed Boards, 
expressed their willingness, if the principle of denomi- 
national Boards were adopted by the Privy Council, 
to take the Tyrone endowment as an exclusively 
Presbyterian endowment. The Committee were of 
opinion that this suggestion had been accepted by the 
Privy Council, and they had no opportunity of ex- 
pressing an opinion upon the proposal for an equal 
division of the endowments. They now emphatically 
protest against it, 
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2. The so-called equal division of the Tyrone and 
Armagh endowments will in reality result in giving 
an enormous advantage to the Armagh Board — (a) by 
throwing upon the Tyrone endowment a share of the 
burden of the compensation for vested interests to the 
present master of the Armagh School ; (6) by taxing 
the Tyrone endowment for compensation "for the 
private benefactions to the Armagh School as well as 
for those to the Dungannon School ; and (c) by 
depriving the Dunganuon School of the advantage 
which it had in respect of endowment, and which was 
less than an equivalent for the advantage of situation 
enjoyed by the Armagh School as a School for Pro- 
testants. 

3. The effect of the division of endowments as at 
present proposed would be to reduce the endowment 
of the Dungannon School to such a point that it is 
doubtful whether the school could be efficiently main- 
tained as a place of superior education. 

4. This Committee respectfully submit that, as the 
creation of two denominational Boards for Armagh 
and Tyrone (if persisted in) will be avowedly done at 
the instance and in the supposed interest of the 



General Synod of the Episcopal Church, there is no 
reason why the allocation of the endowments should 
be manipulated so as to prevent the natural con- 
sequences of the policy which the Synod has deliber- 
ately adopted. The Committee see no reason why 
the General Synod should have the double advantage 
of a i (iviaion of government and an amalgamation of 
endowments. They urge, therefore, that this artificial 
plan for the allocation of endowments should be 
abandoned, and that the endowments for Tyrone and 
Armagh, respectively, should be devoted to education 
exclusively within the areas for which they -were 
respectively provided. 

Dated this 12th day of February, 1890. 

James Henry, 

Solicitor of tbo Intermediate Education 
Committee of the General Assembly 
of the Presbyterian Church in Ireland. 

41, Lower Sackvillo-street, Dublin. 


II. — The Memorial of the Presbytery of Armagh. 


Humbly Showeth 

That on behalf of themselves, as Members of said 
Presbytery, and of the Presbyterians of the comity of 
Armagh, they object to the above Scheme as amended, 
on the following and other grounds : — 

First. — Because Presbyterians are altogether ex- 
cluded from the Managing Board, and the Members 
of the Presbyterian Church iu the county Armagh 
will, by the constitution of that Board, as amended, 
be deprived of nil benefits of the Endowments. 

Second. — Because the exclusion of the Presbyterians 
of the county of Armagh is contrary to the intention 
with which the School was established. To limit the 
advantages of the Endowment to the Episcopalians, 
Methodists, and Roman Catholics of the coanty, and 
to exclude the Presbyterians, is an application of the 
funds inconsistent with a cleav regard to their origin 
sis a public foundation, the School having been 
established in connection with the Ulster Plantation 
for the education of the youth of the county of 
Armagh ; and as many of those planted in said county, 
and their retainers, were Presbyterians, there can be 
no doubt the children of such Presbyterians were 
contemplated and included in the plan of education 
then provided. 

Third. — Because their exclusion is unjust to the 
Presbyterian population of the county of Armagh, 
•aud the hardship will be in no way lessened by placing 
the Dungannon School under a management mainly 
Presbyterian. 

.Fourth. — Because the number of the Presbyterian 
population in county Armagh entitles them to 
jeonsideration in the re-organization of the School. 
They number upwards of 26,000, and embrace a 
very large number of the class from which come 
our Lawyers, Medical Men, Clergymen, Civil Service 
Employees, and others who require a good education. 


And it is regarded as a great injustice that these 
2G,000 Presbyterians should have no representative 
on the Local Board, and their children no share in the 
benefits of the School. 

Fifth. — Because under the Scheme as amended the 
School is not likely to be efficient. The Armagh 
Royal School under denominational management has 
failed to furnish a good intermediate education to the 
youth of the county ; and it is believed that under a 
denominational Board, as the amended Scheme pro- 
vides, it will be still a failure. In no pai-t of Ireland 
are there better prospects of success for a good inter- 
mediate school than in Armagh : parents living in 
Armagh being obliged to send their children to Cole- 
raine, Lurgau, Belfast, and other places at present. 
If the Royal School were open to all the Protestant 
Denominations and efficiently conducted these would 
be most certain to be educated at home. 

For these and other reasons the Presbytery of 
Armagh object to the Scheme as amended, and ask 
that it shall stand as prepared by the Commissioners 
after much inquiry, and having all the circumstances 
fully before them, and they press these objections the 
more urgently because their interests and the interests 
of their people are directly affected, and not being 
represented before the Privy Council they had not the 
advantage of pleading their cause when the Scheme of 
the Commissioners was before the Court. 

And Memorialists as in duty bound will ever pray. 

Signed, on behalf of the Presbytery of Armagh 
this Seventh day of January, One Thousand 
Eight Hundred and Ninety. 

R. J effrey, M.A., Moderator of Presby- 
tery. 

James Forsythe, Clerk of Presbytery. 


III. — The Memorial of Inhabitants of Dungannon and its Neighbourhood. 


Humbly Showeth, 

That your Memorialists take a deep interest in 
the success of the Dungannon Royal School, and 
believe that the original Scheme of the Commissioners, 
.in which it was proposed to place the management of 
all the Royal Schools under mixed Boards, would best 
promote the interests of Education in Ireland. 


And whereas it is now proposed to alter the afore- 
said Scheme, so as to make the two Schools of Dun- 
gannon and Armagh an exception to the plan adopted 
for the other Royal Schools, to the detriment of those 
two Schools, as your Memorialists believe. 

Your Memorialists therefore respectfully request 
your Honourable Board will be pleased to return to 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 


78 


EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


the original Scheme in so far as these two Schools are 
concerned, and replace them exactly in the position 
provided for in that Scheme. 

And your Memorialists as in duty bound will ever pray. 
Ranfnrly, Northland House. Dungannon. 

Ynyr H. Burgos, Col., J.r., r>.r.., Parlcanaur, 
Castlecaulfield. 

Robert Newton, j.p., Killymeal, Dungannon. 

A. L. Nicholson, j.p., Lisdhu, Dungannon. 

Hunt W. Chauihie, j.p., Stewarts town. 

James Crossle, Howard-tenvice, Dungannon. 
Johnson W. Cavpendivle, Falkland, Dungannon. 
Henry It. Kelly, solicitor, Dungannon. 

J. Patcliell, J.P., Dungannon. 

Jolm Ren i lei's on, j.p., Dungannon. 

T. C. Exsliaw, Dungannon. 

H. M. Peutlond. Dungannon. 

Chetwood H. Brown, Dungannon. 

J. Simmons, solicitor, Dnngamion. 

Robert Stevenson, j.p., Dungannon. 

J. G. Winder Lyle, Douagbmove House. 


.F. Barcroft, Stangmore House. 

A. G. Lowry, Lieut.-Col., Furlough Lodge, Dun- 
gannon. 

Robert W. Scott, Becehgvovc, Dungannon. 
Henry Wilson, j.p., Roan House. 

John Henry Lowry, Drumreagh, Dungannon. 
Francis Halo, j.p., Dungannon. 

William Twigg, m.d., Dungannon. 

J. C. Sugars, m.d., m ch., Dungannon. 

John M. Anderson, Dungunnon. 

Jolm Smith, Dungannon. 

John Langlamls, Dungannon. 

Tlios. W. Reynolds, Dungannon. 

James Munee, Dungannon. 

F. D. Reid, Dungaimon. 

John Aiken, t.c., Dungannon. 

Jolm Gray, t.c., Dungannon. 

Wm. Irwin, t.c., Dungaimon. 

James M. Hamilton, Town Clerk, Dungannon. 
James Ii’win, p.l.«., Ivy Lodge, Dungannon. 
Tlios. Bryars, t.c., Dungannon. 


IV. — Memorial of certain Members of proposed Tyrone Protestant Local Board. 


Respectfully shewetu — 

That having carefully ascertained the opinions of 
those who are specially interested in the Dungannon 
Royal Schools, your Memorialists are convinced that 
to carry out the scheme as orginally proposed by the 
Educational Commissioners will best promote the 
interests of Education in this district. 

Your Memorialists are fully satisfied that mixed 
Boards atDungannon and Armagh, same as at the other 
Royal Schools, will be best for the prosperity of both 
Schools, and that the pupils in the districts embraced 
will be benefited and stimulated by the grants of money 
as provided in that original scheme. 

Your Memorialists also object in the strongest man- 
ner to the proposal to withdraw a portion of the inoome 


of the Tyrone District and transfer it to Armagh, and 
pray your Excellency to protect, tho Tyrone Disuictfrom 
this injustice, and to order that Armagh and Tyrone 
shall remain separate schools and separate districts 
same as all the other Royal Schools in Ireland. 

And your Memorialists will ever pray. 


Dungannon, 7th Febrnnry, 1890. 


James Brown, 

1L B. W ILSON, D.D 
W. J. Vr.NAnr.F.s, 
James Dickson, 

T. H. Aik in, 

Wm. Wilson, 


1 

| Proposed Members 
! of the Dungannon 
j" Royal School 
. Board. 


V— Inhabitants of County and City of Armagh. 


On behalf of a number of Presbyterians of the city 
and county of Armagh, assembled in Amagh, we 
object to the Amended Scheme of the Commissioners 
of Education in Ireland, dealing with tho Endowments 
of the Ulster Royal Schools, signed by the Judicial 
Commissioners on December the 6th, 1 889, in so far as it 
relates to the constitution of the Armagh and Tyrone 
Protestant Local Boards on the following grounds : — 
(1st.) Because Schools under the management of 
mixed Boards succeed in Ulster, while those under 
purely denominational management, or where all the 
teachers are of one denomination, do not generally 
succeed. 

(2nd.) Because the changes in the Tyrone Prates- 
testant Local Board, os set forth in the said Amended 
Scheme, would confer no benefit on tho Presbyterian 


youth of Armagh, while the alteration in the Armagh 
Board would be directly detrimental to their interests. 

(3rd.) Because the Presbyterian population of the 
county Armagh is 26,0U0, and embraces a very 
large proportion of the class from which come our 
lawyers, medical men, clergymen, merchants, Civil 
Service employees, and others who require a good 
intermediate education, they feel it n hardship, to be 
debarred from having a share in the management of a 
School to which they would be desirous to send tlieir 
sons. 

Signed on behalf of the aforesaid Presbyterians, 

Robret G. M'Chum, Chairman. 

W. M'Crum, Secretary. 


VL — The Committee representing the various Protestant Denominations of Co. Fermanagh. 


“We object to the portion of scotion 66 which 
arranges thatthe£3.fi00 wehavenowto raise to meet the 
Roman Catholic claim shall be retained by the Com- 
missioners of Education in the event of the premises 
being sold nt any future time. We ask that a clause 
be inserted to the effect that in case of sale the Com- 
missioners shall hold and dispose of the sum of £3,500 as 
belonging exclusively to the Fermanagh Protestant 
Board, and as part of the Endowments to be applied by 
the said Board in accordance with the provisions of 
the Scheme, and shall hand over the residue to the said 


Board to liquidate the debt incurrod in raising the 
other £3,500 required by the Commissioners.” 

It is hereby certified that this resolution was unani 
mously adopted by the meeting of the Committee 
held this day. 

Charles T. Ovendin, Chairman. 

S. Cuthbert Mitchell, Hon. Secretary. 


Enniskillen, 16th January, 1890. 
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VII.— William Paul, Member of the proposed Protestant Local Board for Armagh. 


Firstly — I object to the change contemplated in the 
constitution of the Protestant Local Boards of Armagh 
■and Tyrone, as it will make each Board virtually 
sectarian. 

This will, in my opinion, injure the influence and 
prospects of each School, for the number of those 
who are in the position to avail themselves of the 
Higher and Intermediate Education for their families 
is comparatively limited, and there are so many com- 
peting institutions, both in this Kingdom and Great 
Britain, that it will require the collective and united 
effort of all sections of Protestants in each locality to 
sustain such a School, and such hearty support can 
only be attained by a Mixed Board, having the con- 


fidence and good wishes of the various Protestant 
denominations. I therefore hope that His Excellency 
in Council will restore to Armagh and Tyrone the 
Protestant Mixed Boards as devised in the original 
Scheme. 

Secondly. — I would commend to His Excellency 
the desirability of considering the claims of the 
Methodist Church in Ireland when appointing the 
Ten Commissioner's of Education, as from the consti- 
tution of the Local Boards it is most unlikely that 
any Methodist will be elected by them, and I believe 
there is not any Methodist among the existing Com- 
missioners. 


VIII. — W. II. Gunning, M.A., Assistant Master Royal School, Dungannon. 


I beg most respectfully, but firmly, to renew my 
previous objection to the Compensation Clause (No. 
74) of the Scheme, on the ground that the retiring 
annuity awarded me therein is based solely on the 
limited portion of my salary paid me directly by the 
Commissioners of Education, no account whatever- 
being had cither of tiro additional salary which I 
received from the Head Master, or of the other 
emoluments, in reliance on which I originally ac- 
cepted, and have for so long continued to hold, nry 
appointment. 

As in the objections previously lodged with the 
Endowments Commission, and also with the' Privy 
Council, I have given the fullest particulars of my 
case, I shall not here repeat them otherwise than to 
state that I have now for above seventeen years been 
First Assistant Master in Dungannon School, and 
that my post was in no year- worth less than ,£200, 
and frequently much more. The Scheme now forcibly 
deprives me of this appointment, and proposes to 


compensate mo on the assumption that it was only 
worth £60 ! This I conceive to be in itself a grave 
injustice, and its hardship, and the inequality or 
treatment involved, are obvious, when my annuity if 
compared with that of the gentlemen holding precisely 
similar positions in the other Royal Schools. To 
show this I shall, in concluding, append a table, 
which, I think, speaks for itself : — 


First Assistant Master. 1 

paid by 
Commis- 
sioners of 
Education. 

Length of 
Service. 

HI 


£ 1 


£ 

W. T. Valentine (Enniskillen), 

200 

14 years, 

03 

Thomas Gordon (Armagh), 

150 

17 » 

85 

I'\ T. Amlerson (Cavan), 

ZOO 

8 » 

G3 

W. II. Gunning (Dungannon), 

GO 

17 .. 

34 


IX- — J- C. Fox, Townavilly Tenantry School. 


Sir, — I beg respectfully to state that in my letter 
of the 2nd of September last, I made no claim what- 
ever- for “ vested interests ” in connection with this 
School. "What I do claim is the right to hold office 
here on the terms on which I accepted] it, subject, of 
course, to the action of the recognised School authority 
— the Local Manager. 

I have nothing whatever to do with the Com- 
missioners of Education, except in so far as they 
promised, through the Education Office of the National 


Board, to pay a fixed salary of £30 a year to the 
teachers, as a qualifying local support for the school. 
This salary is now two years in arrears, but I presume 
it will be paid in the course of time. 

I remain, sir, your most obedient servant, 

J. 0. Fox. 

The Clerk, Privy Council, 

Dublin Castle. 


X. — Lord de Vesci. 


Sir, — I beg leave to object to such portions of it as 
relate to the election of Commissioners of Education, 
viz. : — page 7, line 7 ; “ The Local Boards ’’ to line 9 ; 

Scheme ” inclusive, page 8, hues 19 and 20 ; page 9, 
line 23 to line 48. 

I object on the grounds that under tlris Scheme no 
other school in Ireland which may in any way be 
.subject to the authority of the Commissioners for 
Education will have any voice in the election of such 


Commissioners. And I submit that it would be unfair 
to such schools, situated in different parts of Ireland, 
if the governing body were elected exclusively by the 
Royal Schools in Ulster. 

I am, your obedient servant, 

de Vesci. 

To the Clerk to the Privy Council, 

Dublin Castle. 
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OBSERVATIONS OF THE COMMISSIONERS UPON THE FOREGOING 
OBJECTIONS. 


In obedience to the request of the Clerk of the Privy 
Council, dated February 14, 1890, the Commissioners 
respectfully submit the following observations for the 
consideration of His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant 
in Council. 

The Amended Scheme, signed by the Judicial 
Commissioners on December 6, 1889, was prepared in 
strict accordance with the Declaration of the Lord 
Lieutenant in Council, dated November G, 1889, with 
which the original Scheme, dated June 28, 1889, was 
remitted to the Commissioners. 

Before the Amended Scheme was signed by the 
Judicial Commissioners, a Draft was forwarded to the 
parties interested, in order that they might satisfy 
themselves that it was in accordance with the terms 
of the Declaration. The Circular Letter which 
accompanied this Draft, and contained a copy of the 
Declaration is appended hereto. 

Yarious objections to the Draft Amended Scheme 
were received by the Commissioners, hut they did not 
feel themselves at liberty to depart from the principles 
of the Declaration, and no changes were introduced 
into the Scheme, except such as were required to 
carry out the Declaration. 

The principal Objections now before the Lord 
lieutenant in Council seek to have certain provisions 
of the original Scheme restored. As to these Objec- 
tions, the Commissioners have nothing to add to their 
former observations, dated October 17, 1889, which 
contain a statement of the principles upon which the 
original Scheme was framed, and set forth the grounds 
on which those provisions were adopted which the 
objectors now ask to have again introduced.* The 
Commissioners do not feel it to be within then- 
province to compare the details of the original Scheme 
with those of the Scheme as now amended in accord- 
ance with the Declaration of the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council. 

With reference to the Objection of the Right 
Honourable Yiscount de Yesci, the Commissioners 
have to observe that nearly all the Endowments here- 
tofore under the control of the Commissioners of 
Education, except those of the Royal Schools, have 
already been transferred to independent Governing 


Bodies, or Schemes so transferring them are under 
consideration ; accordingly, there will henceforth be 
few, if any, Schools to which the Objection will apply. 
As regards nuy such Schools, it is to Ijo remembered 
that ten of the Commissioners of Education will in 
future be appointed by the Lord Lieutenant. 

The Objection of W. H. Gunning, relating to the 
provision for vested interests, is similar to a former 
objection which was over-ruled by the Lord Lieutenant 
in Council. The apparent “inequality of treatment” 
of which Mr. Gunning complains, and which he seeks 
to show by a comparison of his annuity with that of 
gentlemen holding similar positions in other Royal 
Schools, arises entirely from the fact that, with the 
exception of £G0 per annum, his present emoluments 
are paid by the existing Hoad Master of Dungannon 
Royal School, out of his own resources, and under a 
personal agreement with Mr. Gunning, wlu>, therefore, 
appears to have no larger vested interest in the Royal 
School Endowments than that for which the Scheme 
provides. 

In accordance with the Declaration of the Lord 
Lieutenant in Council, a provision has been inserted 
in the Scheme, clause 7 4, securing the existing rights 
of the present Assistant Masters. 

The objection of the Committee representing the 
various Protestant Denominations in County Fer- 
managh is a renewal of a former objection which 
was over-ruled. The Scheme, clause GG, provides 
that in the event of the Portorn Royal School 
premises being purchased by the Fermanagh Pro- 
testant Local Board, aud afterwards sold, the whole of 
the proceeds shall he treated as an Educational 
Endowment belonging exclusively to that Board. 
The Commissioners submit that it would he. most 
inexpedient to introduce the amendment now sought, 
which would appear to have the effect of enabling the 
Local Board, in place of raising the required sum of 
£3,500 and devoting it to the purposes of Education,, 
to borrow it upon the Security of the School premises ; 
thereby burdening their School with debt, at a time 
when its maintenance, even if it be unincumbered, 
will certainly tax all their resources. 


* Report I8S8-S9, pp. x., xiii., xlvii. 


Circular Letter of the Commissioners containing Declaration of the Lord Lieutenant 
in Council, which accompanied the Draft Amended Scheme. 


Educational Endowments (Ireland) Commission, 
23 Nassau Street, 

Dublin, November, 1889. 

Scheme No. 34 — The Commissioners of Education, 
and Ulster Royal School Endowments. 

I am directed to inform yon that the Scheme 
framed under the Educational Endowments (Ireland) 
Act, 1885, for altering the constitution of the 
Commissioners of Education in Ireland, and for the 
future government and management of the Endow- 
ments ot the Ulster Royal Schools, has been remitted 
to the Commissioners by His Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant in Council, with the following Declara- 
tion : — 

1. That the Scheme should provide for the final distribu- 
tion of the Endowments of each District between the two 
Local Boards, in the same proportion and on the same 
conditions as those by which the Scheme proposes to 
distribute the minimum grants. 


2. That the Commissioners of Education should consist 
of twenty members only, namely, tou Commissioners 
appointed by the Lord Lieutenant, and ten Commissioners 
appointed by the Local Boards; "and that as regards the 

X hitmen t of Commissioners by the Lord Lieutenant, the- 
,ving words be omitted from the end of paragraph 2 
of Clause 4 of the Scheme, “ and of the five Protestants, 
one at the least shall be a member of the said Chureli, one 
at the least shall be a Presbyterian, and one at the least 
shall be a Methodist." 

3. That the Council are of opinion : — 

(a.) That the Armagh Protestant Local Board should 
consist of eight representatives of “ The Chureli 
of Ireland," and one representative of the 
Methodist Church, from the Armagh aud Tyrone 
Districts. 

(6.) That the Tyrone Protestant Local Board should 
consist of eight representatives of the Presbyterian 
Church, and one representative of the Methodist 
Church, from the Tyrone and Armagh Districts, 
(c.) That the Protestant share in the Armagh School 
premises be assigned to the Armagh Protestant 
Local Board, and that the Protestant share in the 
Dungannon School premises be assigned to the 
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Tyrone Protestant Local Board ; subject in both 
eases to any Just claim for compensation by 
reason of portions being erected by “ Church of 
Ireland ” or Presbyterian benefactors. 

(d.) That the revenues from the Armagh and Dungannon 
Royal School Endowments, after crediting the 
Armagh Protestant Local Board with all private 
Endowments given by donors belonging to “The 
Church of Ireland,” and the Tyrone Protestant 
Local Board with all private endowments given 
by donors belonging to the Presbyterian Church, 
should be allocated equally between the two 
Boards, and should be applicable according to the 
Scheme throughout both districts. 

4. That more explicit provision should be made for 
preserving such rights as the assistant masters may have 
until retirement. 

I am also directed to send yon the accompanying 
Draft -which has been prepared by the Judicial Com- 
missioners -with a view to carrying out the directions 
contained in the above Declaration. Before signing the 
Amended Scheme, the Judicial Commissioners have 


directed that copies shall be sent (o all parties 
interested, in order that they may satisfy themselves 
that it is in accordance with the terms of the 
Declaration. 

If the Amended Scheme should appear in any 
respect to fail in giving effect to the Declaration, the 
Judicial Commissioners will be glad bo consider any 
observations on the subject which are sent to them 
not later than December 2, but it is to be remembered 
that they do not now hold themselves at liberty to 
alter the Scheme otherwise than in obedience to the 
Declaration of the Lord Lieutenant in Council. 

I am, your obedient servant, 

(Signed) Wm. Edwabd Ellis, Secretary. 

By Order of the Commissioners, 

Wm. Edwabd Ellis, Secretary. 
Office of the Commission, 23, Nassau Street, 

Dublin, March 17, 1890. 


Observations by Dr. Traill, Assistant Commissioner, upon the foregoing Objections. 


Ab my brother Commissioners have declined to go 
into the details of the most important objections 
brought against the Amended Scheme, viz. : — those 
lodged by the various Presbyterian Bodies, 1 cannot 
pass those objections by, without offering a few 
observations upon them. 

These objections take the shape of two demands : 
1. To restore the original Scheme in its main pro- 
visions. This demand has been slightly referred to in 
the Observations of the Commissioners. 2. If this 
should be declined, then to separate the Endow- 
ments of Dungannon from those of Armagh, and 
to hand the former over to the Presbyterians and 
the latter to the Church of Ireland. The Observations 
do not refer to this demand in any way. 

In ray special report to the Lord Lieutenant which 
appears in the Report of the Commissioners for the 
year 1887-88, 1 stated my objections to the principles 
upon which the Original Scheme was based, and in 
Clause 3, I used these words : — “ If the districts 
selected in the Scheme are to be adhered to, then each 
of the principal religious denominations within those 
districts should receive its own share of the Endow- 
ments, while at the same time every facility should 
lie provided whereby different denominations should 
be enabled to combine their resources, for educational 
purposes, in such manner as they should think fit and 
should agree upon.” 

The Declaration of the Lord Lieutenant in Council 
of November 6, 1889, upon which the Amended 
Scheme of the Commissioners is based, coincides in 
principle in the cases of Armagh and Dungannon 


with the first part of what I had advocated above, 
while the second part is practically carried out in the 
other three Districts. The former has not been carried 
out in too favourable a manner towards the Church 
of Ireland, as is assumed in the objections put forward 
by the various Presbyteriau Bodies. The literate 
populations of the two denominations are practically 
equal in the Tyrone District, being 27,306 and 28,808 
respectively, while the Church of Ireland outnumbers 
the Presbyterians in the Armagh District by 31,447 
to 19,454. If, therefore, each denomination were to 
get its own share of each Endowment according to the 
test of literate population, the Presbyterians would 
not get one-half of the Protestant portion of the joint 
Endowments. Whereas, their proposal, that the 
whole Endowments (Protestant) of Duogannon should 
be appropriated to them, while those of Armagh should 
be relegated to the Church of Ireland, would give them 
much more than one-half inasmuch as the Dungannon 
Endowments are considerably larger than those of 
Armagh. 

If the Privy Council adhere to their decision of 
November 6, 1889, to give each denomination its own 
share, allowing these to bo kept separate or combined 
according to the requirements of the special Districts 
named I submit that it is on essential part of that 
decision that, for the purpose of the division of the 
Protestant part of the Endowments of Armagh and 
Tyrone, those Districts should be combined and 
considered as one. 

Anthony Traill. 

March 17, 1890. 


M 
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No. 34. — SCHEME FOR THE ULSTER ROYAL SCHOOL ENDOWMENTS. 

Further Amended Scheme. 


No. I. (b.) 


OBJECTIONS 

Lodged with the Clerk of tho Piuvy Council. 


I. The Commissioners of Education in Ireland. 

II. Tho Standing Committee of tho General Synod 
of the Church of Ireland. 

IIL The Diocesan Synod of Armagh, and tho 
Diocesan Councils of Armagh and Derry. 


IV. The Roman Catholics of the Fermanagh District 

V. C. Sheldon, d.lit., Chairman of the Congrega- 
tional Union of Ireland. 

VI. William Browne, u.a., Assistant Master, Royal 
School, Cavan. 


I The Commissioners cf Education in Ireland. 


The Commissioners of Education in Ireland object 
to the 7th Section of the Scheme for altering the con- 
stitution of the Commissioners of Education in Ireland, 
and for the future government and management of the 
Endowments of the Ulster Royal Schools ; and submit 
that the said Section should be amended by omitting 
the words commencing (in line 10 of that Section) with 
the words, “ and every Secretary and other ollieor so 
appointed after the passing of tho Act," and ending 
■with the words “ in lieu of notice,” in line 15. 

The Commissioners of Education desire this Amend- 
ment upon the following grounds, viz. : — 

The words of the Section, immediately preceding 
those proposed to be omitted, give every power which 


should with justice lie given to any employer ; while 
the hitter words appear only to add the power of arbi- 
trary dismissal. For the Scheme does not contain any 
provision for an appeal from tho decision of tho 
Governing Body, which might have been inserted in 
pursuance of the lGtli Section of tho Act ; and such 
decision will therefore be final upon the question, of 
misconduct or inefficiency. And it should bo observed 
that all the requirements of the 1 Gth Section of the 
Act will bo complied with by the Section of tho 
Scheme after the omission of the words objected to. 

(Signed), Jeffrey M'Dowell, Secretary. 


II. — The Standing Committee of the General Synod of the Church of Ireland. 


Tbat the Ulster Royal Schools, which were all 
Boarding Schools, were ever since their foundation in 
connection with the Church of Ireland, the Masters 
having been always members of that Church, and tho 
8chools having been used by Irish Churchmen for the 
education of their sons as schools in which the doc- 
trines of the Church were taught and its worship 
maintained. 

That in the opinion of the Standing Committee of 
the Church of Ireland, while no claim is preferred for 
a return to the former exclusive possession of the 
Endowments of these School?, it may fairly be ex- 
pected that in part the power shall be retained of 
maintaining by aid of these Endowments an efficient 


Boarding School for the children of tho said Church ; 
that Boarding Schools efficient in religious and moral 
training cannot be maintained under a mixed Board ; 
and that the proposed Scheme leaves no prospect of 
the constitution of such a School us is desired in con- 
nection with any body except tho Roman Catholic 
Church. 

Dated tho 16th day of October, 1890. 

(Signed), 

Morgan W. Jeixbtt, ll.d., 1 Hon. Secs, of Stand- 
Wit. E. Meade, d.d., j ing Committee. 


III. — The Diocesan Synod of Armagh and the Diocesan Councils of Armagh and Derry. 


The Diocesan Synod and the Diocesan Councils 
strongly object to the provisions of tho Further 
Amended Royal Schools Scheme, on the ground of the 
injustice which it does to the whole Church of Ireland, 
and especially to the membevs of the Church in the 
Armagh and Tyrone Districts, in the following par- 
ticulars : — 

1. That it deprives the Church of Ireland of a sepa- 
rate School for the education of its own children. 

2. That it gives an undue proportion of the Royal 
School Endowments in the Armagh and Tyrone Dis- 
tricts to the Roman Catholic Boards, ns it proposes to 
give them one-half of the Endowment in each district ; 
whereas upon the basis of the literate population they 
are only entitled to 37-65 per cent, in the Armagh 
District, and 44-26 per cent, in the Tyrone District. 


3. That it gives an inadequate representation to the 
Church of Ireland on the Tyrone Protestant Board, as 
it proposes to give the Church only three seats on a 
Board consisting of nine members ; wbei-eas upon the 
basis of the literate population it is entitled to at least 
four seats. 

(Signed), Wu. E. Meade, d.d.. 

Archdeacon of Armagh, and Secretary to the 
Diocesan Synod and Council of Armagh. 

October 13, 1890. 

Notb. — A copy, in terms, of tho above objection has been lodged 
by ltcv. K. Babington, b.d., Secretary, on behalf of the Diocesan 
Cooocil of Derry. 
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IV.— The Roman Catholics 

Mr Loans and Gentlemen, — Being deeply inte- 
rested in the Scheme for the future management of 
the Portora Royal School Endowment, and authorized 
to speak in behilf of the Roman Catholics of the dis- 
trict, we come before you to object to the 66th Clause 
of “ The Further Amended Scheme ” (dated August 
14th) for the management of the said Endowment. 

The Scheme proceeds on the principle of dividing 
equally between the Protestant and Roman Catholic 
Bodies the entire proceeds of the Endowment, em- 
bracing the school premises as well as the entire 
capital and savings of the Endowment. This principle 
was fully and to all appearance sincerely consented to 
by all the parties concerned, and this principle under- 
lies and governs the entire Scheme. The Portora 
School premises, the buildings and land attached 
thereto, were assumed to be worth £7,000, Her 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for War having offered 
that sum for them. The Protestant community, 
through a representative committee, expressed a desire 
to get possession of the premises in order to conduct a 
Protestant Intermediate School in them. The Roman 
Catholics consented to this arrangement on condition 
that the Protestant Committee should pay over or 
give security for £8,600, which sum should go to the 
Roman Catholic share of the Endowment. This ar- 
rangement was fully discussed at. the Public Sittings 
of the “ Educational Endowments Commission,” was 
acquiesced in by all the parties, and has been duly 
embodied in the Scheme (66th Clause). 

The “ Commissioners of Education in Ireland,” in 
their Report for 1889-90, declare that they have in 
their hands £650 saved from the Portora Royal 
School Endowment, and announce their determina- 
tion to expend this sum in fitting out the Portora 
School buildings for educational purposes as soon as 
the Fermanagh Protestant Board shall have taken 
over the premises. I append the paragraph taken 
from said Report : — 

“Enniskillen . — The Committee representing the 
various Protestant denominations of Fermanagh have 
informed us that it is their intention to avail them- 


V.— C. Sheldon, D.Lit., Chairman 
College Square, E., Belfast. 

October 16 th, 1890. 

Sir, — I am aware that it is very late to enter an 
objection to the Royal School Schemes, but the reason 
is, that it was only recently we learnt the constitution 
of the Protestant Local Boards of Armagh, Tyrone, 
and Fermanagh, and that on these governing bodies 
only Protestants of throe denominations have a place. 
It falls on xne individually to act, as I only heard by 
telegram irom the Commissioners to-day, that an 
objection would be in time, but I shall be glad to 
hoar from you as to further proceedings, so that the 


of the Fermanagh District. 

selves of the option given them by the 66th section 
of the Scheme lor the Ulster Royal Shools, and to 
continue to use the Enniskillen premises for the pur- 
poses of a school, and they have applied to us to put 
the buildings at Portora into a condition fit to be at 
once fully occupied for educational purposes prior to 
handing them over to the Fermanagh Protestant 
Local Board. During the last five years the School 
has practically collapsed ; and we have confined our 
expenditure on the buildings to what was absolutely 
necessary to prevent grave permanent injury. There 
has accordingly been a sum of about £650 saved in 
respect of expenditure upon repairs ; and we propose, 
upon the transfer of tlie School to the Protestant 
Local Board being secured, to expend this sum in 
accordance with the application of the Committee.” 

This is clearly a proposal to expend a portion of 
the common fund for the exclusive benefit of one of 
the parties. 

If this proposed allotment of the £660 be per- 
mitted, we object to the 66th clause of “ The Further 
Amended Scheme” in the name of the Roman Catholic 
community, and we ask that the Portora Royal 
School premises be given to Her Majesty’s Secretary 
of State for War at £7,000, which sum he has offered 
without asking any previous expenditure on them. 
If, however, it be considered advisable to allot £650 
out of tbe savings of the Endowment, to enable the 
Protestant Board to equip their School, we respectfully 
ask that a similar allotment be made out of the 
savings of the Eudowment, to go towards the equip- 
ment of the Roman Catholic School. 

(Sigued), Jambs Donnelly, 

R. C. Bishop of Ologher and Member of the pro- 
posed R. C. Board for Fermanagh District 

(Signed), Thomas Smollen, 

Archdeacon and V. G., Parish Priest of Ennis- 
killen, also a Member of the said Board. 
Bishop’s House, Monaghan, 

2nd October, 1890. 


of Congregational Union of Ireland. 

other excluded denominations may join in action. 
We would ask either that the ninth member of these 
Boards should “ represent other Protestant denomina- 
tions,” as on the Cavan and Donegal Boards, and not 
the Methodist Conference only, or that a tenth 
member be added to represent “other Protestant 
denominations. ” 

(Sigued), C. Sheldon, 

Chairman of the Congregational 
Union of Ireland. 

Clerk to the Privy Council in Ireland. 


VL — Wm. Browne, b.a., Assistant Master, Royal School, Cavan. 


In reference to the Scheme, the Commissioners of 
Education in Ireland, and the Endowment of the 
'Ulster Royal Schools (Further Amended Scheme), I 
beg to propose that the present Assistant Masters of 
the Royal Schools be given the option of a retiring 
allowance or a commutation siun in accordance with 


the provisions of the Pensions Commutation Act, 
1871. 

(Signed), Wm. Browne, b.a., 

Assistant Master, Royal School, Cavan. 
September 30th, 1890. 


M. 2 
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EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


OBSERVATIONS OF TEE COMMISSIONERS UPON THE FOREGOING 
OBJECTIONS. 


In obedience to the request of the Clerk of the 
Privy Council, dated October 17, 1890, the Commis- 
sioners respectfully submit the following observations 
for the consideration of His Excellency the Lord Lieu- 
tenant in Council. 

The Amended Scheme dated December 6, 1889, was 
remitted to the Commissioners on May 19, 1890, with 
the following Declaration of the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council : — 

1. That the Scheme be altered so as to provide, ns 
in the original Scheme, for mixed Boards in the Armagh 
and Tyrone Districts, constituted as in the original 
Scheme. 

2. That the Armagh Endowment and the Tyrone 
Endowment, respectively, be divided between the Pro- 
testant and Roman Catholic Boards of those districts, 


in equal shares, as in the case of the other district 
under the Amended Scheme. 

3. That the Scheme be altered and restored to its 
original provisions as to the private benefactions in- 
cluded in the Endowments. 

4. That t he Scheme be altered so as to enable the 
Fermanagh Protestant Local Board, in providing the 
sum of .£.'1,000, required to be paid under Clause 66 of 
the Scheme, to secure, a portion thereof, not exceeding 
£2,000, by charge upon the Portora Royal School pre 
tniscs, if the balance shall have been raised by volun- 
tary contributions, in accordance with Clause 66 of the 
Amended Scheme, and to empower the Commissioners 
of Education to take nil necessary steps to carry out 
this arrangement, 

The Further Amended Scheme gives effect to the 
foregoing Declaration. 


I— Objection of the Commissioners of Education. 


In the Original Scheme dated June 28, 1889, and 
in the Amended Scheme dated December 6, 1889, the 
Commissioners had provided, in Clause 7, for the 
superannuation of officers with the consent of the 
Treasury, subject to the limitations of the Superannua- 
tion Aots : and had required that all officers appointed 
after the date of the Scheme should obtain Civil Ser- 
vice Certificates. The Lords of Her Majesty's Treas- 
ury, since the Scheme was last remitted, required the 
omission of the provision for Superannuation, and the 
Judicial Commissioners were of opinion that they had 
no power to insist upon its retention. 

The Commissioners of Education now desire a 
further amendment by which they would he enabled 
to appoint their officers “during good behaviour.” 


The Scheme preserves the vested interests of those 
holding office at the date of the Act, and it is sub- 
mitted that, under Section 16, it would not be com- 
petent to authorize the creation of freehold offices in 
future. 

Having regard to the constitution of the Commis- 
sioners of Education under the Scheme, it does not 
appear right or nccossary to subject them to any appeal 
as to tlio misconduct or inefficiency of those in their 
employment ; and it may be assumed that they would 
not give notice of dismissal without adequate cause. 

The effect of yielding to the objection would be to 
restrict the Commissioners in the control of their own 
officei-s. 


II. and III— The Standing Committee of the General Synod of the " Church of Ireland,” the 
Diocesan Synod of Armagh, and the Diocesan Councils of Armagh and Derry. 


(1.) These objections in effect seek to restore certain 
provisions of the first Amended Scheme, and to reverse 
the last Declaration of the Lord Lieutenant in Coun- 
cil. The Commissioners respectfully refer to their 
Observations on the Original Scheme dated October 
17, 1889, and to repeat their opinion, founded on the 
evidence taken by them throughout Ulster, that the 
most efficient Protestant Boarding Schools in that 
part of Ireland are maintained under “ Mixed 
Boards.” 

Since the publication of the Further Amended 
Scheme, the Members of the proposed Protestant 
Local Board of Fermanagh have undertaken the re- 
establishment of Portora Royal School: and the 
Coleraine •Academical Institution, and the other 
Boarding Schools established in Ulster under mixed 
Boards formed under the Act, have continued to make 
satisfactory progress ; while the Commissioners are 
uuaware of the existence of any successful “ Separate 
School ’’ in connection with the “ Church of Ireland ” 
in that Province. 

(2.) The division of the Royal School Endowments 
of each district into equal moieties was introduced 
into the first Amended Schema in obedience to the 
Declaration of the Lord Lieutenant in Council. The 
Original Scheme proposed that a large part of the 


aggregate Endowments should ho divided between the 
different Schools of the whole Royal School District, 
in proportion to the educational work done. 

(3.) The Presbyterians, being the most numerous 
Protestant denomination among the literate popular 
tion of tho Tyrone district, are entitled to five members 
of the Tyrone Protestant Looal Board, upon the same 
principle by which five Church members are placed 
upon the Fermanagh and Armagh Boards ; the smaller 
denominations are represented upon each Board by 
one member, and the- remaining three seats are given 
to the members of the 11 Church of Ireland.” 

The Commissioners refer to tlieir former observa- 
tions in which they have pointed out that the Protes- 
tant sliare of tho net annual value of the Royal 
School Endowments in the three districts of Armagh, 
Cavan, and Fermanagh, in each of which the members 
of the “Church of Ireland” have a clear majority 
upon the Board, amounts to £1,568 11s. 3d., while 
in the two districts of Tyrone aud Donegal, where the 
Presbyterians have a majority, the annual value of 
Endowments is £612 17s. 2d. 

They would also refer to clause 53 of the Scheme, 
which empowers the Protestant Boards to allocate 
their share of endowments by voluntary arrangement. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



APPENDIX B. 


85 


IV. — The Roman Catholics of the Fermanagh District. 


In framing the Amended Scheme in accordance 
with the Declaration, the Commissioners proceeded 
upon the principle that the value of the School build- 
ings and the funds accumulated at the date of the 
Scheme should be equally divided between the Pro- 
testant and Roman Catholic Local Boards. 

The Commissioners acceded to the desire of the 
Fermanagh Protestant Local Board by giving them a 
right of pre-emption of the Portora School premises, 
but they did not intend thereby to diminish the share 


which the Roman Catholic Local Board would have 
received, if the offer of the War Office had been ac- 
cepted ; nor that any expenditure which would increase 
the value of the premises for the benefit of one of the 
parties should be made out of the common fund. 

The Commissioners beg to refer to the report of the 
proceedings before them, which led to the adoption of 
the provision giving an option to the Fermanagh 
Protestant Local Board to purchase the Portora pre- 
mises at the price offered by the War Office. 


V. — C. Sheldon, D.Lit., Chairman of Congregational Union of Ireland. 


In the Armagh, Tyrone, and Fermanagh districts, 
the percentages of the literate population of “ all other 
denominations ” than those directly represented under 
the Scheme, are respectively 2 78, 1-32, and -G ; 
while the percentages of the Methodists are 3-98, 
2-44, and 4-2. Under these circumstances, it appeared 
to the Commissioners that tho Methodists had a 


better claim to representation in those districts than 
the smaller denominations taken collectively. It 
would bo impossible to add a tenth number, or to 
provide representation for small minorities, without 
altering the balance of denominations upon which the 
constitution of the Protestant Local Boards has been 
based since the first publication of the Scheme. 


IV. — W ill I am Browne, B.A., Assistant Master, Royal School, Cavan. 


The Scheme provides a retiring allowance for the 
assistant masters, upon the discontinuance of their 
services. It does not appear to the Commissioners to 
be expedient to charge the Endowments with bulk 
sums by way of compensation. 

Until this objection was lodged with the Privy 


Council, no assistant master applied for a power to 
commute his retiring allowance. 

Signed by order of the Commissioners, 

N. D. Murphy, Assistant Secretary. 
Office of the Commission, 

23 Nassau Street, Dublin, October 22, 1890. 


No. 34.— SCHEME FOR THE ULSTER ROYAL SCHOOL ENDOWMENTS. 


No. I. (c.) 

OBJECTION 

Of the Treasury to Clause 7 of the Amended Scheme. 


It is submitted that the Clause is open to the follow- 
ing objections: — 

(1.) That the Moneys voted by Parliament under 
53 Geo. III., cap. 107 and 17 and 18 Vic., cap. 94, 
i.o. charged by the former Act to Consolidated Fund, 
and transferred by the latter Act to votes — are not 
an “ Educational Endowment ” within the meaning of 
that term in section 1 of 48 and 49 Vic. cap. 78, and 
that therefore, the Commissioners appointed under 
that Act have no power to make regulations affecting 
the Officers of the Commissioners of Education who 
are paid out of such Voted Moneys. 

The Commissioners appointed under the Act 48 
and 49 Vic., cap. 78 have power under sec. 6 “ to alter 
the constitution of the Governing Bodies” amongst 
whom the Commissioners of Education are expressly 
included by section 1. They have also power under 
section 9 “ with the consent of the Commissioners of 
Education by any Scheme or Schemes under their Act 
to confer upon the said Commissioners of Education 
all or any such farther, additional, or amended powers 
as may appear necessary or expedient for the manage- 
ment and control of the Endowment vested in or con- 
trolled by the said Commissioners of Education or for 
the efficient exercise of the powers of the said Com- 
missioners.” 

The powers so conferred, however, must, it is sub- 
mitted, be powers similar to, or in extension of, those 
previously enjoyed, and powers such as have hitherto 
been exercisable only by Parliament, or by the Treasury 
acting in pursuance of statutable authority. 


Under section II. the Commissioners have power 
to deal with “ vested interests ’’ of individuals holding 
any office, Ac., “arising out of the Educational or 
other Endowment” at the date of the passing of the 
Act; and under section 12 they have power to deal 
with “ interest acquired after the passing of the Act ” 
in or relative to any office, place, employment, pension, 
Ac., in tho gift of any such Governing Body. 

It is submitted however that this last section must 
be read with the preceding one, and that the offi ce or 
pension, Ac. must be one arising out of the Educational 
Endowment, and not arising out of Moneys voted by 
Parliament. 

(2.) That the Commissioners appointed under 48 
and 49 Vic., cap. 78 have no power to charge super- 
annuation allowances upon the “ incidental expenses " 
of tho Commissioners of Education. 

The obligation imposed upon the Consolidated 
Fund by section 4 of 53 Geo. III., cap. 107 is to pay 
certain sums for salaries and certain other sums for 
incidental expenses and expenses of said Officers ; and 
it is submitted that, upon tho true construction of the 
words of the Statute, sums of money required to pay 
a retiring pension to a former Secretary cannot be said 
to bo required for “ incidental expenses.” 

But the Draft Scheme, if valid, would make the 
superannuation allowances payable out of such inci- 
dental expenses, and would thereby increase tho 
burthen thrown upon the public funds in excesa 
of that authorized by Parliament. 
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EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION. 


THE LIMERICK ENDOWMENTS. 

II. (a.) 

OBJECTIONS TO 

SCHEME No. 90.— THE DIOCESAN SCHOOLS AND BANAGHER ROYAL SCHOOL 
ENDOWMENTS. 

SCHEME No. 94— THE LIMERICK ENDOWMENT FOR TECHNICAL EDUCATION. 
SCHEME No. OS. — THE LKAllY ENDOWMENT. 


Scheme No. DO : — 

I. — MoBt Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer, Lord Bishop of 
Limerick. 

II. — The Kev. Canon J. F. Gregg. 

III. — James Quin, Esq., J.P. 

Scheme No. 94 : — 

I. — Rev. Thomas Head, S.J. 

IL — Kev. Thomas Browne, P.P. 

Scheme No. 95 : — 

I. — Most, Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer, Lord Bishop of 
Limerick. 

IL — Do. do. (Amendment). 

III. — The Existing Governing Body of Leamy’s 

School. 


Scheme No. 95 — continued. 

IV. — James Qnin, Esq., J.P. 

‘V. — W. ‘Wilson Mercer, Head Master. 

VI. — Miss Mary Mercer, Head Mistress. 

VII. -Samuel Moore, Assistant Master. 

Schemes Nos. 90, 94, uud 95 (Joint 
Objections) : — 

I. — The Diocesan Council of Limerick. 

II. — The Deacon's Court of the Presbyterian 
Church, Limerick. 

III. — Tin* Congregation of Wesley Chapel, 

George Street. 

IV. — The Congregational Clmrch, Limerick. 

V. — The Bedford Row Methodist Congregation, 


SCHEME No. 90.— THE DIOCESAN SCHOOLS AND BANAGHER ROYAL SCHOOL 
ENDOWMENTS. 

Objections — I. The Most Rov. Dr. O’Dwyer, Lord Bishop of Limerick. 


I object to the sum of £476 15s. 5 d. allowed to Mr. 
Gregg for his outlay upon the Roxborough Road 
School : — 

1. On the ground that no account in detail, pro- 
perly vouched, has ever been given in evidence publicly, 
as far as I know, of this outlay. 

2. That there is not evidence that this outlay has 
beeu made in permanent, as distinguished from cur- 
rent, necessary expenditure, or that it has been 
judicious, or has added to the value of the premises. 

3. That it gives Mr. Gregg credit for his outlay 
from November, 1874, to 18th December, 1879, during 
which tiinehewas not ntenant of any legally constituted 
body, but simply occupied the premises and spent 
money on them at his own risk, having got possession 
in an underhand, if not fraudulent manner. 

4. From whatever sum Mr. Gregg expended on 
permanent improvements should be deducted a fair rent 


— his own estimate of that was £30 a year — during the 
period already referred to, duriug which he paid no rent 
whatsoever ; and account should be taken, in the 
interest of the ratepayers of the city and county, of 
the £20 a year which lie has been allowed for the last 
eleven years for repairs. 

If, then, Mi-. Gregg’s outlay on useful permanent 
improvements since 18th December, 1879, be ascer- 
tained, and from it be deducted a fair rent since he 
went into possession, I think it quite reasonable to 
allow him the balance, otherwise the proposition is 
only a cover for giving him so much of the property 
of the city and county of Limerick for nothing. 

Edward Thomas, 

Bishop of Limerick. 

22nd September, 1890. 


II. — The Rev. Canon Grecg, Rector of the Parish of St. Laurence, and Incumbent of Trinity 
Church, Limerick. 


By the provisions of the Draft Scheme, it is pro- 
posed, that the Commissioners of Education shall put 
up for sale by public auction, all their estate and 
interest in the lands and buildings known as the Rox- 
borough Road School, and described in the first 
Schedule, part 4. 

To this proposal, so far as it relates to the sale by 
public auction of the estate and interest of the Com- 


missioners of Education in the lands and buildings 
known as the Roxborough Road School, I object for 
the following reasons : — 

1. The Sohool-liouso is situated in my parish of St. 
Laurence. On Dr. Hall discontinuing the Diocesan 
School (as stated in the Draft Scheme), I entered into 
negotiations with him to take the building and land, and 
on Iris death 1 acquired possession thereof by purchase 
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from his •widow in the year 1874, from which time I 
have been in possession of them. 

2. At the time of iny obtaining possession of the 
school buildings I found them in a very dilapidated 
state, and in need of considerable outlay to put them 
in a proper state of repair. When fit for occupation, 
I opened a school in the building, which I have since 
carried on under the name of the Roxborough Road 
Female Free School 

3. The said Schooi-housebeing situated in my parish, 
in which there was no other building available for a 
school-house, and having learned from Mrs. Hall, that 
several persons were seeking to obtain possession from 
her of the school buildings (as it was very generally 
believed that the Commissioners of Education had not 
sufficient title to disturb any person in possession), I 
was anxious for these reasons to acquire the same, not 
only to establish my School there, but also to preserve 
the property still in connection with the Church of 
Ireland, and to prevent its being lost to the Protestant 
Community of the City of Limerick. On my acquir- 
ing such possession, I communicated the fact to Dr. 
Kyle, the Secretary of the Commissioners, and sul.se- 
quently I acknowledged their title and accepted a 
tenancy under them at £20 a year. I believed, at the 
same time, if I chose to dispute their title, my pos- 
session could not have been disturbed. Thinking that 
it was right, and influenced by a message which I 
received through Sir. (now Sir James) Spaight, from 
an influential member of the Commissioners, Lord 
Justice FitzGibbou, “ not to dispute the title of the 
Commissioners of Education,’ ' I signed the agreement 
for the tenancy under the Commissioners. 

4. At each inquiry of the Commissioners held in 
Limerick, I voluntarily attended and gave evidence 
before them, on each occasion meeting and refuting 
the erroneous and unsupported objections made by the 
Roman Catholic party, against my mode of conducting 
the school. 

5. In support of my occupancy of the school pre- 
mises — and of the usefulness and efficiency of the 
school carried on by me in them, 1 refer to the fact that 
the Protestant Community of the City and County of 
Limerick approve of my possession of said building, 
and of my mode of conducting the school therein ; 
also to my evidence and reports of the Commissioners, 
showing the usefulness of the school ; and in further 
support thereof to a resolution of the Diocesan Council 
of the Diocese of Limerick embodied in their objections 
to the Draft Schemes for the Limerick Endowments, 
a copy of which I enclose. 

6. I submit, that had I not saved the property by 
purchasing it from the widow of the late Dr. Hall, 
and gone into possession, it would have passed into 
other hands, and consequent on the defective title of the 
Commissioners, it would have been lost .1 also submit 
(which the Commissioners acknowledge), that my ex- 
penditure in repairs, has preserved the existence of 
the property, which otherwise would have become 
completely ruinous and uninhabitable, as the Com- 
missioners of Education had no funds available to 
expend upon it. 

7. Your Commissioners having at first recognised 
the strong claim I had to the School building, and the 
usefulness of my School, proposed to me to accept a 
Scheme. This Scheme I consented to take, at the 
same time intimating to them, my desire to purchase 
the School premises. Subsequently at their request, 
I submitted thenamesof Trustees, which were approved 
of. The Scheme was then drawn up, and sent to me 
for my approval. Having been amended by me, it 
was returned, but since then no intimation of its 
withdrawal has been given to me, until the new Draft 
Scheme was published on the 4th of August. 

All of which I submit as my objections and amend- 
ment to the Draft Scheme. 

8. On the 22nd of July, 1890, before the publication 
of the Draft Scheme, I by letter to the Commissioners, 
offered to purchase the school building and land at 


£400, and to forego my claim (which is admitted by 
the Commissioners in their Draft Scheme), to the sum 
of £47 6 15s. 5cL, expended by mo on repairs of the 
building, which makes the purchase money offered by 
me amount to £876 15s. 5 d., or nearly 44 years pur- 
chase of the rent. 

9. The withdrawal of the first Draft Scheme, and 
the substitution of the present proposal by the Com- 
missioners, to sell the place by public auction, thus 
refusing to recognise my right to pre-emption put 
forth by mo at each inquiry hold by the Commission- 
ers, appears to me to be a yielding to an unjust 
clamour, and places me in the unfavourable position 
of seeking to acquire a title to tho place by competitive 
purchase. 

I submit therefore, that this proposed action of the 
Commissioners is unjust towards me for many reasons, 
some of which are briefly as follows : — 

1st. — My action of purchasing, — getting up posses- 
sion of, repairing and maintaining of the property, and 
subsequently acknowledging the title of the Com- 
missioners, has saved the property, which otherwise 
would have been acquired by others, and would have 
been lost to the Commissioners, entitles me to a pre- 
emption. The proposal to deprive me of this, and to 
put me to competitive purchase is unjust and unfair 
when my offer to purchase is liberal and reasonable. 

2nd. — I am in possession with the recognition and 
sanction of the Commissioners of Education, and with 
the approval of the Protestant Community of the 
County and City of Limerick, and my School is recog- 
nised and approved of by them. Nor has any claim 
been made, or objection lodged with the Commissioners 
by any member of the Protestant Community in 
opposition to my possession of the School premises. 

3rd. — That your Commissioners have not adopted 
a similar course to that proposed by them in this Draft 
Scheme, in any other case brought before them, but on 
the contrary, in their Draft Sohemes for the Leamy 
School, and the Mnngret College, they have named a 
fixed sum at which tehy propose to give or sell the 
buildings to those in possession of them. 

4th. — That a similar School-house (the Diocesan 
School bnilding in Waterford), in possession of a 
Roman Catholic Community, was sold to them a3 
being in possession, by your Commissioners. 

5th. — That the School premises which have been 
now in my possession for nearly sixteen years are the 
only available premises for school purposes in my 
parish of St. Laurence, of which I am Rector since 
1862, and if, as the result of the proposed sale by 
public auction, they should pass out of my hands, an 
efficient Parochial School will thereby be destroyed, 
a result which is entirely at variance with one of the 
objects for which tho Commissioners were appointed. 

Proposed Amendment. 

The amendment which I propose to the published 
Draft Scheme, is : — That the Commissioners shall 
value the School premises, as they have done in the 
other Limerick cases, namely, the Leamy School 
Buildings, and the Mungret College laud and buildings, 
and offer them at such valuation to me, allowing me 
the £476 15s. 5 d. expended by me on the School 
premises, out of the sum named by them as the selling 
value ; — or that they accept my offer of £400 with the 
condition that I forego my claim to the sum of £476 
15s. 5 d. which I expended on the premises, for the 
estate and interest of the Commissioners in the land 
and premises, known as the Roxborough Road School, 
Limerick, and described in the 1st Schedule of Draft; 
Soheme, part 4. 

Dated at Limerick, this 30th day of September 
1890. 

James FitzGerald Gregg, 
(Canon of St. Patrick’s National Cathedral), 
Rector of St Laurence, and 
Incumbent of Trinity Church, Limerick. 
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TTT — James Qtjin', Esq., J.P., George-strect, Limerick. 


Inasmuch as the Rev. Mr. Gregg got possession of 
the Roxborough Road School in November, 1871, by 
underhand moans and held it illegally, rent free, till 
1st January, 1880, when he accepted at a fair rent 
the sum of £20 per annum fixed by tlio Commissioners 
in Dublin ; and inasmuch as such ront was practically 
never paid, but was allowed to the Rev. Mr. Gregg 
as a set-off against expenses he incurred for 
repairs and the like, I hold that £20 a year should be 
calculated from November, 1874, and debited to his 
account, 

The sum of £476 15s. 5 d. Rov. Mr. Gregg claims 


to have expended in improvements should be carefully 
examined and vouched for, nncl all items, except for 
permanent improvements disallowed. 

The School should then he put up to auction and 
sold to the highest bidder, and the proceeds (after 
paying Rev. Mr. Gregg the difference, if any, between 
the sums he ex]*ended in permanent improvements 
and the rent at*i‘20 a year since November, 1S74), be 
applied for educational purposes in the City of 
Litneriek. 

Jamks Quin. 

1st October, 1890. 


SCHEME No. 94.— THE LIMERICK ENDOWMENT FOR TECHNICAL EDUCATION. 

OBJECTIONS. 


I.— Rev. Thomas Head, S.J., 
Mungret College, 

September 27th, 1890. 

Sir, — You will oblige me very much if you inform 
the Commissioners of Irish Educational Endowments 
that the Malingers of Mungret College consider tlio 
price, two thousand fivo hundred iwunds, set on it in 
the new Scheme for the Limerick School of Technical 
Education, and the alternative rent of one hundred 
and twenty-five pounds a year, as excessive, and that 
they ask for a material reduction of these terms. 

The Managers never would have taken the place in 
1882, if they had foreseen they would have to buy it 
out, even for one-fourth of the above-mentioned price, 
as they considered that even in renting it for seventy 
pounds a year, which rent, moreover, it was under- 
stood, was to he given to the pupils of the College for 
prizes, they ran ns great a risk as they could prudently 
encounter, since the College had already failed twice, 
and could not be put in proper working order without 
the expenditure, even in the very first year, of con- 
siderably more than a thousand pounds, besides tlio 
cost of furnishing it. 

Tho Managers therefore think it very hard, that 
now, when trusting in the validity of tlieir lease, they 
have spent thirteen thousand pounds on new buildings 
and other improvements, they are called upon to pay 
a thousand pounds more than they consider a fair 
price, or than they believe would be got for the phieo 
if it were in the same condition it was when they 
leased it from the Trustees, and were now set up for 
public auction. 

The lands attached to the College were originally 
bought by the Trustees for a thousand pounds, and 
certainly cannot be worth more at present, ns laud lias 
fallen very much in value since the time of that pur- 
chase. 

It is true that the College cost a large sura to erect ; 
but then it is quite unfit for a private dwelling, and, 
as far as farming purposes are concerned, it is a mere 
incumbrance ; no farmer would take it for nothing if 
he were bound to keep it in repair. 

It seems suited only for what it was intended, that 


Rector of Mungret College. 

is to say, a College, and as a College, no one but tho 
present proprietors could lie got to take it from the 
Trustees, when unlct in much more prosperous times 
than the present,. 

Large buildings of the kind at a distance from 
towns are now quite unsaleable in tho south of Ire- 
land, and even in this very County of Limerick, there 
are magnificent, mansion houses, and vast mills erected 
at far greater cost than Mungret College, which the 
owners would now gladly soli for a tenth, or a 
twentieth part of the money spent in building them, 
but can find no purchaser. 

The case of Mountslianuon, the seat of the Earls of 
Clai-e, is a striking example of this. It is beautifully 
situated on the banks of the Shannon, about the same 
distance from the City of Limerick ox Mungret. It 
is oue of the largest ami finest houses in Muu.s tor. and 
must, with its offices, have cost thirty thousand 
poiuids at least, and probably it cost twice that sum. 
There is a noble demesne of about nine hundred and 
fifty acres of excellent hind attached, that is nearly 
fourteen times as much as the farm of Mungret 
College. Yet when this splendid properly was offered 
for public sale a few mouths ago in Limerick the 
highest sum that was offered for it was only fifteen 
thousand pounds, which was the bare value of the 
land by itself. The stately mansion house, with the 
out-offices, stables, and farm buildings, not seeming to 
add one single sixpence to the price, but if anything 
rather to diminish it. 

If Mungret College and farm were to he sold at 
proportionately the same terms, the most that- would 
be got for them would be about eleven hundred 
pounds, which is not half the price now demanded by 
the Commissioners in the new Scheme for Technical 
Education in Limerick. The Managers, therefore, 
hope that a reduction of one thousand pounds will be 
made in this price, and a proportionate reduction in 
the alternative ront that has been fixed for the College 
and lands. 

(Signed) Thomas Head, S.J., 

Rector of Mungret 


II.— Rev. Thomas Euowne, P.P. 


Loughmore, Limerick, 
August 25, 1890. 

Sir, — I received the Report of the Educational 
Endowments Commission some short time ago, and T 
feel myself called on to make some observations on 
that part of it whioh regards the Mungret Male 
National School. 


I beg leave to thank the Commission for the 
grant of £100 for the new Male School, but T believe 
the Act of Parliament, and of the Lord Lieutenant 
of the time, had given and determined that site in 
1881, as well as the Female School, with the 
premises annexed thereto. 

The Mungret School has the first claim on the 
Commission, and I expected that it would provide 
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more generously for its future efficiency. I intend 
that agriculture shall be taught practically at the 
School, and for that purpose there should be five or 
six acres of land at least attached to the School. 

I now niuke this formal application on the matter, 


and I trust that the Commission will regard it as 
coming next to the intention of the original founda- 
tion, and of the- present Scheme. 

(Signed), Thomas Bbowne, P.P. 


SCHEME NO. 95.— THE LEAMY ENDOWMENT. 

OBJECTIONS. 

I. — Most Rev. Dr. O’ Dwyer, Lord Bishop of Limerick. 


The proposal to divide this Endowment seems to 
me necessary for the efficient working of it, but I can- 
not understand the principle of division. The Pro- 
testants of Limerick are one-eighth of the population, 
their poor are about one-twentieth of the poor, and 
yet it is proposed to give them one- third of the whole 
Endowment. 

According to their numbers they are entitled to 
£1,500; it is proposed to give them £4,000. As far 
as I can see there are just as many reasons for giving 
them one-half die whole, or reversing things, and giving 
them three-fourths of it. 

It must be borne in mind that there are no special 
circumstances which make it reasonable to increase 
the amount to which they are entitled by numbers. 
They are not dependent on this school. They are 
under no necessity of accepting it at all. They have 
plenty of other poor schools in every quarter of the 
city, and within a few hundred yards of this they 
have Villiers’ School, St. Michael's Protestant National 
School, and the Model School, to which they have no 
conscientious objection. If, then, they receive exactly 
the amount to which they are entitled by numbers, 
they can make it most useful in supplementing the 
income of the schools already in existence. 

Besides, it should be remembered that, speaking 
broadly, the four or five thousand Protestants are the 
wealthy part of the population, and that it is ob- 
viously unfair to increase their portion at the expense 
of their poorer fellow citizens. 

I should wish also to recall to the minds of the 
Commissionere the evidence given before them, and 
Lord Randolph Churchill’s Commission, in reference 
to Villiers’ Charity, and Hall’s, by which it will be 
seen, that in the opinion of the heads of the Protes- 
tant Body, their existing school accommodation is 
amply sufficient. 

The Commissioners have determined that this En- 
dowment shall be applied according to the terms of 
the Will under winch it was created, for the educa- 
tion of the poor. Whereas all the. evidence, or the 
greater part of it given at the two Inst inquiries hero, 
went to show that the Protestants of Limerick do 
not want it for such a purpose, but desire to 
employ it in establishing a classical school for the 
rich. 

Hall’s Charity has been diverted from educational 
to other benevolent purposes, because there were not 
poor Protestants to avail of it. The same in fact 
is true of Villiers'. On what ground, then, can the 
Commissioners assign to them nearly three times the 


amount of this Leamy Endowment to which by theit 
numbers they are entitled 1 

2. Whatever division be made of the money, I 
think the school premises in the first instance ought 
to be offered to the Catholic Board. The reasons 
given by Dr. Molloy in his memorandum seem to me 
conclusive, but in addition I wish to inform the Com- 
mission that I am at this moment under the 
necessity of providing school accommodation in this 
very district for over four hundred children. This 
cannot bo done at a less outlay than £2,000, and I 
ask, is it not a waste of public money in a poor place 
such as Limerick to hand over pi-emises capable of 
holding four hundred pupils to a body who are re- 
quired to keep in it only fifty, and then to require 
another body to spend £2,000 in providing the exact 
amount of accommodation that is lying unused hero? 
It appears to me simply absurd. One would think 
that the school ought be given in the first instauce 
to those who had the greatest need of it ; yet the 
Commissioners, wliilo assigning to the Catholics twice 
as large an amount for a building fund as they allow 
the Protestants, yet, in the first instance, offer the 
school to them, and not to us. 

I regret that the Commissioners did not think well 
to consult me as to the constitution of the Catholic 
Board. It is an invidious thing to find fault with 
individuals, but some of the clergy will, I am sure, 
have no objection to my suggesting o there whose posi- 
tion in the city makes them more suited for the dis- 
charge of such a trust. 

I would suggest also that whichever Board gets the 
school premises should be put under terms to main- 
tain them in proper condition ; and that the minimum 
average attendance of poor pupils should not be les3 
than 100. 

Taking the whole endowment then to be worth 
£12,000, the Protestant Body are entitled at the out- 
side to £1,500. The rest of the endowment money 
and buildings should go to the Catholics. 

Some point ia made out of the statement that Leamy 
was a Protestant. Should the Commissioners think 
it of any consequence, having regard to the terms of 
his will, which makes no reference to any denomina- 
tion, I shall be able to submit evidence that he was a 
Catholic, there being still living in this city Catholic 
members of his family. 

(Signed) ►£« Edward Thomas, 

Bishop of Limerick, 

22 September, 1890. 


II.— Most Rev. Dr. O’Dwyer, Lord Bishop of Limerick. (Suggested Amendment.) 


St. Munchin’s College, 

Limerick House, Limerick, 

30th September, 1890. 

Dear Sir, — I should wish to suggest instead of the 
Dean and the Parish Priest of St. Mary’s as members 
of the Catholic Board for Leamy’s, the Administrator 


of St. Michael’s Parish, which is the largest and most 
populous in the city, and in which Leamy’s School is 
situated, and the Administrator of St. John's, which 
is the next largest, and contains a large proportion of 
the poor and working classes. 

(Signed), ►£< Edward Thomas, 

Bishop of Limerick. 

N 
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§0 EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENTS (IRELAND) COMMISSION" 

III.— The Existing Governing Body of Leamy's Schools. 


The Board of Governors of Loamy's School have 
met and considered the Draft Scheme issued by the 
Educational Endowments Commission for the future 
management of that foundation. They considered 
that the Commissioners in their treatment of it have 
adopted a policy which is unjust, and destructive of 
au Institution which 1ms for many years done good 
work under schemes approved by two Lord Chan- 
cellors of Ireland. 

Although the facts bearing on this case have been 
fully brought before the Commission, they do not 
appear to have received due consideration. The 
Governors therefore think it right to state them 
again. 

Mr. William Leamy, a Protestant, bequeathed the 
residue of his property, in 1814, to Protestant Trustees, 
to be employed by them for the education of the poor 
in Ireland, principally those in and about Limerick 
City ; or, as his executors, in their better judgment, 
should deem meet to give his bequest the most ex- 
tensive efficacy.. The executors did not act, where- 
upon the estate was administered in the Court of 
Chancery, and a scheme was drawn up, approved of 
by the then Lord Chancellor, and in accordance with 
what was believed at the time to have been the wish 
of the founder. Leamy’s School was thus established 
in 1842. A course of elementary instruction was 
laid down, power being granted to extend it, should 
funds permit, with the approval of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, and the scheme provided that part of the daily 
instruction should consist in reading the Holy Scrip- 
tures without note or comment ; and for that purpose 
the scholars should, during an hour each day, be 
placed in two separate rooms— the Protestants in one 
room and the Roman Catholics in another, the latter 
reading such portions of the Holy Scriptures as were 
read in National Schools under the title of Scripture 
lessons. 

Both Protestants and Roman Catholics attended 
the School, and at the close of 1844 the latter formed 
twenty-five per cent of the whole number of scholar's. 
In consequence of an order issued in 1885 by the 
authorities of the Roman Catholic Church in Limerick, 
so many pupils of that persuasion were withdrawn, 
that the average attendance, which in June was 139, 
sank in the September following to 91. The Roman 
Catholic members of the Board have not since attended 
a meeting of the Governors. The present Roman 
Catholio Bishop stated to the Commissioners that he 
would not tolerate mixed education in any form, and 
this we believe to be the sole reason for the continued 
absence of so many Roman Catholic children and the 
Roman Catholic Governors. The School, whilst 
strictly conducted in accordance with the scheme of 
1842, approved and amended by the Scheme of 1874, 
also sanctioned by the Lord Chancellor of the time, 
has therefore become for the past few years practically 
a Protestant School, though as far as the management 
is concerned, Roman Catholics have the same advan- 
tages as ever ; and, as a matter of fact, a few Roman 
Catholics still continue to attend the School. 

As it is owing to the recent action of the authori- 
ties of the Roman Catholic Church that the School lias 
.been made practically Protestant, we do not consider 
it just for them to come forward now and demand a 
division of this Endowment in proportion to the relar 
tive numbers of Protestants and Roman Catholics, or 
in any other proportion. Their right (and their only 
right) under the schemes as interpreting and adminis- 
tering Leamy’s Will is to receive all the educational 
advantages that Leamy’s School is able to give them, 
and these advantages are as open to them now as ever 
they were. The Commissioners in dealing with 
Leamy’s School have adopted a method of dealing with 
mixed Endowments which has not hitherto been ac- 
cepted as just, and which leaves these Endowments at 
the mercy of any discontented party. The Commis- 


sioners appear to think that any party which par- 
ticiitates in the benefit of a joint endowment mny refuse 
to avail themselves of its advantages, and on with- 
drawal demand a share of the Endowment for its 
separate advantage. If this principle be carried into 
effect, no mixed Institution in the British Empire 
would be safe, whilst in Ireland especially, all mixed 
Institutions from Trinity College downwards would 
be doomed to destruction, and the Protestants of the 
South and West of Ireland might he hopelessly de- 
prived, owing to their being in a minority, and for no 
other reason, of nil Endowments in which they have 
an interest. 

Having adopted this principle, which appears to us 
to he an unjust one — the Commissioners propose to 
act os follows : — The Institution known as Learay’s 
School, a brick building, which dates from about 1842, 
and for which £40 ground rent iB paid, is valued by 
them at £2,000. The money portion of the endow- 
ment is in round numbers £10,000 Government stock. 
The new Scheme gives the Protestants the option of 
retaining the buildings (still subject to the rent of 
£40 per annum), together with a sum of £2,000 
of tliis stock. The remaindur — some £8,000 — is to 
be devoted to the purposes of Roman Catholic Educa- 
tion exclusively. The interest on the £2,000 Govern- 
ment stock would not pay the rent and maintain the 
building in repair. There would ho nothing left to 
pay a master, a mistress, or even a monitor. Thu 
forty poor Protestants now provided with a free 
education, aud others receiving instruction at a very 
low rate, would then be deprived of these advantages. 
The Institution, known and carried on for the last 
fifty years as Leamy’s Free School, would be deprived 
of the funds provided by Leamy for the payment of 
teachers and the maintenance of the Institution which 
hitherto has preserved his name and commemorated 
liis charity. 

It is not necessary to destroy Leamy’s School in 
order to provide educational advantages for poor 
Roman Catholics. The State has made ample pro- 
vision for the instruction of the Roman Catholic poor, 
from which none are excluded unless those who exclude 
themselves. It is worthy of remark that no objection 
lias been made to the character of the teaching con- 
ducted iu Leamy’s School. 

It seems an extraordinary proposal to deprive the 
Protestants of Limerick of the educational advantages 
provided by Mr. William Leamy because they do not 
overcrowd the building. The Scheme, in order to 
provide some grounds for its action towards the Pro- 
testants, states that Leamy’s Schools are capable of 
accommodating 400 pupils, but that the average atten- 
dance has been always small, having hardly ever 
reached 100. These statements are not correct. As 
mentioned already, when the Roman Catholics with- 
drew, the average attendance was 139. The accom- 
modation is much overstated. The schoolrooms are 
all of the same size, and each would be inconveniently 
full with more than 60 pupils. There have always 
been pupils enough on the Girls' side to render it 
advisable to employ two schoolrooms ; and on the 
Boys’ side all the present accommodation would be 
required for additional courses of instruction. 

The Board of Governors of Leamy’s School are unable 
to reconcile the proposals of the Commission era with 
the intention and wording of the Act of Parliament 
which created the 1 present Educational Endowments 
(Ireland) Commission, whose duty it is, according to 
the preamble of that Act, to “increase the usefulness 
of endowments," not to dissipate or destroy them. 
The Commissioners even appear to have gone out of 
their way to deal with this Endowment in an excep- 
tional manner, and not in accordance with the mode 
of procedure they have hitherto adopted. Dr. Traill, 
one of the Commissioners, and therefore qualified to 
speak on a mutter of fact, states in his protest that 
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“ 'when a Roman Catholic donor lias left money to 
Roman Catholic Trustees, and has left his Educational 
Endowments open to all denominations, the Commis- 
sion has not dared to propose a division of the funds, 
or to give a portion to Protestants for their own 
purposes," and gives instances of such endowments, — 
Hevey’s Endowment at Mullingar, and Dempsey’s 
Endowment at Kells. 

In striking contrast to the manner in which the 
Commissioners have dealt with Leamv’s School, we 
may refer to the Draft Scheme for what is called the 
Limerick Endowment for Technical Education, but 
which in reality is a Scheme for placing the Jesuits 
in the possession of certain lands and buildings at a 
nominal charge, and securing this possession to a body 
not recognised by the law of the land. Sums of money 
amounting to £ 4,000 given by a London Relief Com- 
mittee for the alleviation of distress in 1822, largely 
supplemented by public funds, were set apart for 
the teaching of Agricultural Sciences. A sum of 
■£8,500 was employed in acquiring seventy acres of 
prime land, and in erecting the splendid buildings of 
Mungret, to be carried on ns the Mungret Agricultural 
School and Model Farm. The buildings and the land 
are now in the possession of the Jesuits, who have 
made large additions to the original buildings, and 
employ them, not for the purpose of giving instruction 
in Agriculture, but for the training of Missionary 
Priests of that Order. A rent of £70 a year was 
nominally paid to the Trustees which was always re- 
turned, “ receipts being exchanged.” 


The Jesuits are by the Scheme left undisturbed in 
the possession of the land and buildings. The College 
of hewn limestone, built about the year 1858, and the 
seventy acres of excellent land, all costing originally 
£8,500, are left to the Jesuits at a valuation of £2,500. 

The fifty-year old brick building of Leamy’s School, 
subject to a ground rent of £40 a year, is valued for 
the Protestants at £2,000. 

The Board of Governors are of opinion that Leamy’s 
Endowment is being applied substantially as Learny 
intended it should, and in accordance with Schemes 
approved by two Lord Chancellors. But in view of 
the Commissioners determining to curry out their 
intention of dividing the Endowment, the Governors 
consider themselves justified in claiming such a portion 
of it, together with the schoolhouse, as would not only 
enable the future school Board to pay the £40 rent 
on the building, and to keep it in repair, but also to 
secure at least minimum salaries for male and female 
teachers, and to maintain efficiently an Institution of 
great advantage to many poor Protestants of the 
county and city of Limerick, and by which the name 
and benevolence of Leamy may continue to be worthily 
commemorated. 

Thomas Bcnbtjry, Chairman. 

James Dowd, Secretary. 

Board Room, 

Leamy’s School, 

Sept. 10th, 1890. 


IV. — James Quin, Esq., J.P., George-street, Limerick. 


I am very glad to find the Commissioners recognize 
that to give proper efficacy to the Leamy Trust, 
denominational education is necessary and that 
Catholics are entitled to separate enjoyment of their 
own share. 

But I fail to perceive by what principles the Com- 
missioners have been guided in framing the actual 
scheme before ns. # ; # 

I hold that the only legitimate principle of division 
is the proportion of Catholic to Protestant poor , 
that any division that would assign to Protestants 
more than would thus be their strict share, would be 
guided by liberality on the part of the Commissioners 
rather than justice, and that such liberality ceases to 
be laudable or even lawful when it becomes lavish. 
Now in the case of the Leamy Endowment the 
liberality of the Commissioners takes the shape of 
giving to the Protestants in excess of their due 
share a large sum, which we contend, and the evidence 
proves, that they do not want for the purposes specified 
by Leamy ; and taking the same large sum from the 
Catholics whose urgenf needs the whole endowment 
would be miserably insufficient to meet. 

Again 1 am at a loss to know why the first offer of 


the school buildings should be made to the Protestant 
Board, in face of the fact that they have abundant 
school accommodation in that neighbourhood, whereas 
we, the Catholics, at the present time have pressing 
need of a school in that district for quite as many 
children as “ Leamy’s ” can contain. And surely if 
an Endowment is to get its widest efficacy, a building 
capable of holding 400 must not be handed over to a 
body who have no liopo of ever filling more .than one- 
fourth of it, and who besides have no need of it, 
while on the other hand £2,000/ one-fifth of the cash 
of the Endowment, is thrown away' on brick and 
mortal*. 

Lastly it appears to me very strange that in order, 
apparently, to justify this extraordinary disposal of 
the buildings a minimum attendance of 50 is fixed, 
and no prevision is made that these children, or 
indeed as far as I can see any portion of them, must 
be poor, whilst it is well known that the Catholic 
Board would find no difficulty in keeping in the school 
at least 200 children of the very class Leamy intended 
to benefit. 

James Quin. 

1st October, 1890. 


V. — W. Wilson Mercer, Head Muster, Leamy’s Free School. 

tion, as he considers it altogether inadequate, and not 
in accordance with the spirit of the 11th section of 
the Act, nor with the previous practice of the Com- 
missioners in dealing with Head Masters ; and also 
he wishes to remind them that besides the standing 
salary of £100 there are attached to the Head 
Mastership capitation fees of £1 on each pupil over 
twenty (which amounted in the year of the passing of 
the Act to £36) and a residence, &c., valued at £26 
a year. 

W. Wilson Mercer, 

October 3, 1890. Head Master. 

N 2 
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The objection of the Head Master of Leamy School, 
Limeriok, to the Draft Scheme for the administration 
of the Leamy Endowment humbly showeth : 

That Petitioner has been Head Master of the 
Leamy School since 1884, and since that time has 
conducted the school successfully, as evidenced by the 
annual report of the Inspector, and the attendance 
at the school. That Petitioner has been granted the 
sum of £100 as compensation for his vested interests, 
such compensation being estimated as the net salary 
of the Head Master. Your Petitioner begs that the 
Commission will reconsider the amount of compensa- 
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VI— Miss Mary Mercer, Head Mistress, Loamy's Free School. 


Leamy School, Limerick, 

October 3, 1890. 

Gentlemks — I bog to submit for yoar consideration 
the following facts with reference to the proposed 
Scheme for Leamy School. 

For the past eleven years, since my appointment 
as Head Mistress, thero 1ms never been an unfavour- 
able report at the yearly examination, nor the 
slightest complaint about the teaching or manage- 
ment from the Governors or parents. 

My school has always maintained a large attend- 
ance, and if left undisturbed would, I feel confident, 
still keep up its preseut numbev. 

The two under teachei-s have also been here a long 


time, and lmvo always been satisfactoiy in. every 
res]>ect. 

You have proved iu the Scheme to grant us a 
year's net salary, which in mv case would he £50. 
In addition to this I have been allowed capitation 
fees, which in the year 1885 amounted to £41, and in 
subsequent years have been ou an average £20. 
Besides this, house, coal, and light, valued at 
£26, making a total of almost £10') a yir.tr. 

It is a serious matter to us to lose our situations, 
after so many years of faithful work, through no fault 
of ours, anti I most respectfully beg that you will 
kindly reconsider our claims to a larger amount of 
compensation. 

(Signed), Mary Merger. 


VII. Samuel Moore, Assistant Master, Lcnniy’s Free School. 

Leamy School, 1 Americk, 

3rd August, 1890. 

•Sir — I respectfully submit that the compensation offered me is insufficient. I therefore offer my protest 
against it 

The Secretary, Education Commission, Dublin. (Signed ), Samcki. SIoore. 


JOINT OBJECTIONS TO SCHEMES No. 90, 94, AND 93. 


I.— The Diocesan Council of Limerick 


The Council of the Diocese of Limerick, represent- 
ing the members of the Church of Ireland in this 
Diocese, having considered the Draft Schemes of the 
Educational Endowments Commission relating to 
Leamy’a School, Roxborough School, and Mungret 
College, begs leave to submit to the Commissioners 
the following objections : — 

I. "With reference to Leomy’s School Endowment, 
the Council objects to the Scheme (a) because it 
would be destructive of an Institution which has for 
a considerable period been a useful Educational 
Establishment in the City of Limerick, available for 
both Protestants and Roman Catholics. 

(b) Because the proposed plan, instead of being in 
accordance with the spirit of the Act of Parliament 
creating the Commission, is opposed to it, destroying 
an Educational Establishment by dividing its Endow- 
ment instead of seeking to increase its usefulness. 
The only reason assigned for any division being the 
recent non-attendance of Roman Catholic children, 
entirely caused by the action of the authorities of the 
Church of Rome. 

(e) Because the division as proposed gives to the 
Roman Catholics £8,000 of the Endowment of an 
Institution representing the charity of a Protestant 
donor, which from its foundation lias been undenomi- 
national, while it leaves to the Protestants the building 
and a fund insufficient to pay the rent and repairs, 
with nothing to provide an educational staff. 

The Council therefore, in case the Commissioners 
should adhere to their proposal to divide the Endow, 
ment, claims that the buildings, together with a 
sufficient amount to maintain the Institution efficiently, 
. be given to the Protestant Board. 

IL "With reference to Roxborough Road School 
Endowment, the Council objects to the Draft Scheme 
of the Commissioners, inasmuch as it offers that 
Schoolhouse to Public Auction, though it has always 
heen in Protestant hands, is a useful Educational 
Establishment, and is occupied by the present Manager 
with the knowledge and assent of the Commissioners 
of Education. The Council submits that it would be but 
just for the Educational Endowments Commissioners to 
act on the principle by which they have been guided 


in the case of the Waterford Diocesan School and 
other similar instances, and to offer it to the present 
Manager at a valuation to be made by the Commis- 
sioners themselves. 

III. With reference to the Mungret College 
Endowment, the Council regrets that the buildings 
and lands granted originally for Agricultural Educa- 
tion have Ijeen diverted to other purposes.) If, 
however, the original trusts cun be carried out in no 
other way than by a sale to the present Lessees of the 
land and buildings, and the allocation of the purchase 
money to those trusts, the Council objects to the very 
low sum proposed by the Commission ers as the 
purchase money of those buildings and land, — namely, 
£2,500, whereas they originally cost £10,821, as 
appears from the Report of the Royal Commission 
of Enquiry (Primary Education, 1870), page 872, sec. 
199, where it is stilted “ The residence and school 
buildings are distinguished from the farm offices and 
cost £7,554.” And on page 873, sec. 209, that “the 
farm buildings, independent of the residence and 
school buildings, cost £3,267,” making a total of 
£10,281, to wliich should be added £1,000 paid for 
70 acres of land held in fee. 

The Council would therefore iisk the Commissioners 
to reconsider this portion of their Scheme and to put a 
higher value on the land and buildings. 

On the whole the Council is of opinion that the 
principles of the schemes in question are irreconcilable 
with the principles of justice, and with those which 
seem to underlie schemes already issued by tire Com- 
missioners in analogous cases. And while the Council 
has no intention of demanding more than what is due 
to the members of the Church of Ireland, whom it 
represents, it would firmly maintain what it considers 
their just rights, which, in the Council’s opinion, are 
being ignored in the Draft Schemes now under con- 
sideration. 

Thos. Bdhbuby, Chairman. 

Edward Gabbett, Secretary. 

Diocesan Council Room, Limerick, 

September 30, 1 890. 
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II. — The Deacons’ Court of the Presbyterian Church, Limericic 


The Deacons’ Court of the Presbyterian Church, 
Limerick, having considered the Draft Schemes of the 
Educational Endowments Commission relating to 
Leamy’s School, Roxborough School, and Mungret 
College, desire to place on record their opposition to 
said Schemes. 

They concur in the objections stated and the views 
expressed by the .board of Governors of Leamy’s 


School, and by the Diocesan Council of Limerick, in 
reference to all the Endowments embraced in these 
Schemes. 

They express an earnest hope that the Commis- 
sioners may lie pleased to reconsider their Schemes 
and give effect to the objections and proposed amend- 
ments. 

Limerick, September 23, 1890. 


Ill— O fficial of the Cohgregaiioh woeshippixg is Wesief Chapel. 


We, the Officials assembled in Quarterly Meeting, 
representing the Congregation worshipping in Wesley 
Chapel, George Street, desire to enter our earnest 
protest against the Draft Scheme drawn up by you 
for the Diocesan, Mungret, and Leamy’s Schools, in 
the City of Limerick, so far as they seem to sanction 
the giving unsectarian funds to any one particular 
denomination for its sole and undivided use. We 
point out that this will inevitably be at the expense 
and to the detriment of the smaller denominations, 
who will thus be deprived of their citizen rights of 
sending their children, as at present, to an undenomi- 
national school, where the conscience clause is respected 
and kept unviolated. 

With regard to the Diocesan School, we claim that 
the right of i-rivatk sale shall be extended to Canon 
Gregg, as in the case of the Jesuits at Mungret, at a 
fair valuation. With regard to Leamy's School, we 
object most strenuously to the handing over of Pro- 
testant funds to be administered by Roman Catholics, 
and we point out the fact that any withdrawal of the 


present funds, or a part of the present funds, from 
the establishment, must inevitably tend to close its 
doom against our children and the children of those 
who agree with us in demanding unsectarian education, 
and to wreck the present admirable system of 
education carried on there. 

With regard to Mungret Agricultural College, we 
draw attention to the fact, that, according to the 
Primary Education Commission Report of 1870 (pp. 
872-3,. pars. 199 and 209), the cost of that building, 
with the farm and lands attached, cannot be less than 
.£10,821, and as this Commission has endorsed the 
right of the public to all this at a fair valuation, we 
suggest that 2,500, or £125 per year, is not an 
equivalent, and does not satisfy justice or. public 
rights. 

Signed on behalf of Meeting, 

Saml. A. Robertson, Minister. 

Wm. Christy. 

Benj. Barrington. 


IV. — The Congregational Church, Limerick. 


We, the Church and Congregation worshipping in 
Catherine-place, Limerick, beg to call your attention 
to the grave dangers which threaten our rights as 
citizens, and all who may agree with us in our opinion 
on the matter of education, in your Draft Schemes of 
August 4th, 1890, concerning the Leamy’s School, 
Mungret College, and Roxborough Road School. 

The purpose to take £8,000 of Protestant and TJn- 
sectarian money and turn it to Denominational and 
Roman Catholic uses under a Roman Catholic Board, 
we believe to be against the law of the land as it 
stands at present, and detrimental especially to our 
interests, and that of kindred churches who agree 
with us in demanding undenominational education, 
and especially that unsectarian funds shall continue to 
be administered in an unsectarian manner. We par- 
ticularly call your attention to the Report of your 
predecessors, Her Majesty’s Commissioners in 1858, 
the earliest record we can find on the subject (Report 
of Endowed Schools Commission, YoL III., Table 
No. I., p. 340) in which it is stated that Leamy’s 
School is established for such “ as may be willing to 
take advantage thereof" plainly implying that the 
founder, so far as his mind is expressed in the Chancery 
Scheme, was not unconscious of the religious difficulty, 
but only wished to open the doors of the school to 
such as cared to sink tbeir religious differences and 
voluntarily avail themselves of the privileges offered. 
We claim, therefore, that the Endowment shall so 
continue to be administered without special favour to 
any particular determination, no fault or failure of 
efficiency having been proved before your Commission, 
the only change being made in the direction of accept- 
ing the new Scheme of Governors recently nominated 
by you. 

We plead that as the money is Protestant money it 


should remain in its entirety in Protestant hands ; 
and we further claim and demand the full uses of the 
whole Endowment and school buildings for our 
children so far as they may need them, and that in a 
way in which their religious convictions shall be in no 
danger of being tampered or interfered with. 

With regard to Mungret Agricultural School, we 
note with thankfulness your recognition of the public 
claims to the farm, land, residences, and school build- 
ings, but we believe your valuation of £7,500 to be 
below the mark. We refer to the Report of the 
Royal Commission of Inquiry (Primary Education, 
Ireland, 1870), in which the residences and school 
buildings " as distinguished from the farm offices ” are 
said to have cost £7,554 (p. 872, par. 199), and “the 
farm buildings independent of the residences and 
school buildings ” to have cost £3,267 0 s.7d. (p. 873, 
par. 309). We claim that the whole of this public 
interest, whatever it may be, shall be brought out at 
a fair valuation and handed over in its entirety to 
the “ Limerick Endowment for Technical Education ” 
by the Jesuits if they are to remain in occupation at 
Mungret 

In the case of both Mungret College and Roxborough 
Road School, we urge that the present occupiers shall 
have the first right and offer of purchase, and that, in 
both cases alike, the sale shall be negotiated privately 
and in the same friendly and fair spirit as towards 
both. 

Signed on behalf of the Church and Congregation, 
Walter Baxendale, Pastor. 
George Boyd, Deacon. 

September 24th, 1890. 
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V. — The Congregation worshipping in Bedford Row Methodist Church. 


We, the Officials representing the Congregation 
worshipping in Bedford Row Methodist Church, 
assembled in Quarterly Meeting, desire to enter our 
earnest protest against the Draft Schemes drawn up 
by you for the Diocesan, Leamy’s, and Mungvet 
Schools, in the City of Limerick, so far as they 
seem to sanction the giving of the nnsectarian funds 
to any one particular denomination for its sole and 
undivided use. We point out that this will inevitably 
be at the expense, and to the detriment of the smaller 
denominations, who will thus he deprived of their 
citizen rights of sending their children, as at present, 
to an undenominational school, where the conscience 
clause is respected and kept unviolated. 

With regard to the Diocesan School, we claim that 
the right of private sale shall he extended to Canon 
Gregg, as in the case of the Jesuits at Mnngret, at a 
fair valuation. 

With regard to Leamy's School, we object most 
strenuously to the handing over of Protestant funds 
to be administered by Roman Catholics, and we point 
out the fact, that any withdrawal of the present funds 
from tliat establishment must inevitably tend to close 
its dooi-s against our children, and the children of 
those who agree with us in demanding unsectarian 


education ; and to wreck the present admirable 
system of education carried on there. 

With regard to Mnngret Agricultural Colloge, we 
draw attention to the fact, that according to the 
Primary Education Commission Report of 1870 (pp. 
872-3, pars. 199 and 209), the cost af that building, 
with the farm buildings and land attached, cannot be 
less than .£10,821, and as the Commission has en- 
doi’scd the. right of the public to all this at a fair 
valuation, we suggest that .£2,500, or .£125 per annum, 
is not an equivalent, and does not satisfy justice or 
public rights. 

Signed on behalf of the meeting, . 

Samuel T. Boyd, b.a., Methodist j 

Minister, 34, Henry Street, [• Chairman. 
Limerick, I 

William Nelson, 61, William) 

Street, ( Circuit 

Robert Hanna, 121. George i Stewards. 

Street, ) 

September 25th, LS90. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



[ OS ] 


ALPHABETICAL LIST 


OF 


WITNESSES AND OTHERS WHO HAVE GIVEN EVIDENCE OR MADE 
STATEMENTS. 
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